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The PREFACE. 


T is neceſſary that the Reader ſhould be 
acquainted with the Reaſon of the Re- 
ublication of the following Treatiſe. In the 
** 1740, a Pamphlet was printed at Beſſon 
in New-England, called, A brief Illuſtra- 
« tion and Confirmation of the Divine Right 
cc of Injant-Bapti/m, written by Mr. 
Dickinſon ; which being induſtriouſly ſpread 
about in great Numbers, to hinder the Growth 
of the Bap/:/i-Intereit in thole Parts, it was 
ſent over to me by ſome of our Friends there, 
requeſting an Anſwer to it; which I under- 
took, and publiihec in the Year 1749, enti- 
tled, © the Divine Right of Infant-Bap- 
tiſm examined and diſproved,” Upon which 
Peter Clark, A.M. Miniſter at Salem in New 
England, was employed to write againſt it, 
and which he did; and what he wrote was 


printed and publiſhed at Be in 1752, cal- 


led.“ A Defence of the Divine Right of 
Tnfant-Baptijm.” This being ſent over to 
me, I wrote a Reply, in a Letter to a Friend 
at Boſton, in the Year 1753, as the Date of 
my Letter thews, giving Leave to make uſe 
of it, as might be thought fit; and which 
was printed and publiſhed at Boon in 17 54, 
together with a Sermon of mine on Baptiſm, 
preached at Barbican, 17 50. The Contro- 
verſy lying beyond the Seas, I choſe it ſhould 
continue there, and therefore never reprint- 
ed and republiſhed my Reply here, though it 
has been ſolicited ; but of late Mr. Cars 


Defence has been ſent over here, and publiſh- | 
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iv The PREFACE, 


ed, and advertiſed to be fold ; which is the 
only Reafon of my reprinting and republiſh- 
ing the following Reply ; to which I have 
added ſome Strictures on a Treatiſe of Mr. 
Boftwick's on the ſame Subject, imported from 
America, with the above Defence, and here 
reprinted. The Pædobaptiſis are ever reſt- 
leſs and uneaſy, endeavouring to maintain 
and ſupport, if poſſible, their unſcriptural 
Practice of Infant-Baptiſin; though it is no 
other than a Pillar of Popery ; that by which 
Antichriſt has ſpread his baneful Influence 
over many Nations ; 1s the Baſis of national 
Churches, and worldly Eſtabliſhments ; that 
which unites the Church and the World, and 
keeps them together; nor can there be a 
full Separation of the one from the bther, nor 
a thorough Reformation in Religion, until it 
is wholly removed: and though it has fo long 
and largely obtained, and till does obtain; I 
believe with a firm and unſhaken Faith, that 
the Time is haſtening on, when Infant-Bap- 
ti/m will be no more practiſed in the World; 
when Churches will be formed on the ſame 
Plan they were in the Times of the Apoſtles; 
when Goſpel-Doctrine and Diſcipline will be 
reſtored to their primitive Luſtre and Purity ; 
when the Ordinances of Baptiſm and the 
Lord's Supper will be adminiſtered as they 
were firſt delivered, clear of all preſent Cor- 
ruption and Superſtition ; all which will be 
accompliſhed, when ** the Lorp ſhall be 
King over all the Earth, and there ſhall be 
one Lord, and his Name one.“ Al! 56 
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Ina LETTER to a FriEnD. 


"ou —— 


S IR, 


Acknowledge the Receipt of your Letter on 
the 22d of laſt March, and with it Mr. Clark's 
Defence of the Divine Right of Infant Baptiſm, 
&c. which I have ſince curſorily read over 

for I thought it a too great waſte of Time to give 
it a ſecond Reading. Nor will my Engagement in 
a Work of greater Importance permit me to write a 
ſet and laboured Anſwer to it; nor am I willing 
to beſtow ſo much Time and Pains as are neceſſary 
to cleanſe that Augean Stable, and remove all the 
Dirt and Rubbiſh this Writer has collected toge- 
ther. The Remarks I made in reading, I here ſend 
you. At firſt ſetting out, I ſoon found I muſt ex- 
pect to be dealt rudely and roughly with, and accord- 
ingly prepared myſelf tor it; and I aſſure you, Sir, 
I was not diſappointed. 

The Firſt Chapter of my Book, which the above 
Gentleman has undertook to anſwer, is ſhort, and 
only an Introduction, obſerving the Author's Title, 

B Method, 


SF 
Method, and Occaſion of writing the Pamphlet be- 
fore me. In Mr. Clark's Reply to which, I ob- 
ſerve; 1. That he is diſpleaſed at calling the Or- 
dinance of Baptiſm as truly and properly admi- 
niſtred, Believer's Baptiſm, and the pretended Ad- 
miniſtration of it, to Infants, -Infant-Sprinkling ; 
whereas this 1s calling Things by their proper 
Names: it 1s with great Propriety, We call Bap- 
tiſm® as adminiſtred to Believers, the proper Sub- 
jects of it, Believer's Baptiſm; and with the ſame 
Propriety, we call that which is adminiſtred to In- 
fants, Infant-Sprinkling ; from the Nature of the 
Action performed, and the Perſons on whom it is 
22828 Does this Gentleman think, we ſhall 
ſo Complaiſant to ſuit our Language and Way 
of Speaking to his miſtaken Notion and Practice? 
tho* indeed we too often do, thro' the common Uſe 
of Phraſes which obtain. 2. He is unwilling to 
allow of any Increaſe of the Baptiſt Intereſt in New- 
England, either at Boſton or in the Country ; where- 
as | am credibly informed, and you, Sir, I believe, 
can Atteſt the Truth of it, that there have been 
conſiderable Additions to the Baptiſt Intereſt at 
Boſton; and that many Hundreds in the Country 
have been baptized within a few Years. 3. He 
ſays, it 1s an egregious Miſtake, that the Miniſters 
of New-England applied to Mr. Dickinſon (the Au- 
thor of the Pamphlet I wrote againſt) to write in 
favour of Infant-Sprinkling ; and he is certain that 
not one of the Miniſters in Boſton made Application 
to him, (which was never affirmed,) and is per- 
ſuaded it was not at the Motion of any Miniſters in 
- New-England, that he wrote his Dialogue, but of 
His own mere Motion; and yet he is obliged to 
correct himſelf by a marginal Note, and acknow- 
Tedge that it was wrote thro' miniſterial Influence. 
4. This Writer very early gives a Specimen 
of his Talent at Reaſoning ; from the Rejection of 
| , | Infant- 


. 


Infant-Baptiſin, as an Human Invention, he argues 
to the Rejection of Baptiſm itſelf, as ſuch; that if 
Infant-Baptiſm is entirely an Human Invention, and 
a Rite not to be obſerved, then Baptiſm itſelf is an 
human Invention, and not to be obſerved ; this is an 
Argumentdrawn up ſecundum artem,like a Maſter 
Arts; and to pretend to anſwer ſo ſtrong an Argu- 
ment, and ſet aſide ſuch a Maſterly way of Reaſon- 
ing, would be Weakneſs indeed! g. It being ob- 
ſerved of the Dialogue- Writer, that he took care, 
*© not to put ſuch Arguments and Objections into 
„ the Mouth of his Antagoniſt, he was not able to 
„ anſwer;”* this Gentleman riſes up, and bluſters 
at a great Rate, and defies the moſt Zealous, Learn- 
ed, and Subtle of the Antipædobaptiſts to produce 
any other Arguments and Objections againſt Infant- 
Baptiſm, for Matter or Subſtance, different from, 
or of greater Weight, than thoſe produced in the 
Dialogue; but afterwards lowers his Topſail, and 
ſays, that the Deſign of the Author of that Pamph- 
let was to repreſent in a few plain Words, the maſt 
material Objections againſt Infant-Baptiſin, with 
the proper Anſwers to them; and at laſt owns, 
that a great deal more has been ſaid by the Antipe- 
dobaptiſts. | 
The Second Chapter, you know, Sir, treats of 
the Conſequences of embracing Believer's Baptiſm ; 
ſuch as, renouncing Infant-Baptiſm, vacating the 
Covenant, and renouncing all other Ordinances of 
the Goſpel; that CyrisT muſt have forſaken his 
Church for many Ages, and not made good the 
Promiſe of his Preſence, and that there now can 
be no Baptiſm in the World. In Mr. Clark's Re- 
ply to what I have ſaid on thoſe Heads, I obſerve 
the following Things. - 

The 1ſt Conſequence is the Renunciation of In- 
fant-Baptiſm ; which Conſequence, to put him out 
of all Doubt and Pain, about my owning or nor 
owning it, I readily allow, follows upon a Perſon's 
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Cay 
being Sprinkled in Infancy, embracing adult Bap- 
tiſm by Immerſion; in which he is to be juſtified, 
the one being an Invention of Man's, the other ac- 
cording to the Word of GOD; nor is there any 
Thing this Gentleman has ſaid, that proves ſuch a 


Renunciation to be an Evil. 1. He is very wrong 


in ſuppoſing it muſt be my Intention, that the Age 
of a Perſon, or the Time of receiving Baptiſm are 
eſſential to the Ordinance. The Antipedobap/ifts 
do not confine this Ordinance to any Age, but ad- 
mit old or young to it, if proper Subjects; let 
a Man be as old as Methu/elah, if he has not Faith 
in CHRIST, or can't give a ſatisfactory Account of 
it, he'll not be admitted to this Ordinance by rea- 
ſon of his Age; on the other hand, if a little 
Child is called by Grace, and Converted, and gives 
a Reaſon of the Hape that's in it, of which there 
have been Inſtances; ſuch will not be refuſed this 
Ordinance of Baptiſm. The Eſſentials to the right 
Admioviſtration of Baptiſm amongſt other Things 
are, that ,it be performed by Immerſion, without 
which it can't be Baptiſm; and that it be adminiſ- 
tred upon, a Prof-flion of Faith; neither of which 
are to be found in Infant-Sprinkling. 2. It is in 
vain and to no Purpoſe in this Writer to urge, that 


Infants are capable of Baptiſm; ſo are Bells and 


have been baptized” by the Papiſts. But it is ſaid, 
Infants are capable of being cleanſed by the Blood 


of CnRISTH; of being regenerated ; of being entred 


into Covenant, and of having the Seal of it admi- 
niſtred to them; and what of all this? are they ca- 
pable of Underſtanding the nature, deſign, and uſe 
of the Ordinance when adminiſtred to them? are 
they capable of profeſſing Faith in CHRIST, which 
is a Pre-requiſite to this Ordinance ? are they ca- 

able of anſwering a good Conſcience towards God 
in it? are they capable of ſubmitting to it in Obe- 
dience to the Will of CHRIS , from a Love to him, 

a and 


1 


and with a View to his Glory? they are not. But 
3dly, It ſeems, in Baptiſm, Infants are dedicated 
unto God; wherefore to renounce [nfant-Baptiſm, 
is for a Man to renounce his ſolemn Dedication to 
GOD; and much is ſaid to prove that Parents have 
a Right to degicate their Children to him. It will 
be allowed, that Parents have a Right to devote 
or dedicate their Children to the Lord ; that is, 
to give them up to him in Prayer; or to pray for 
them, as Abraham did for 1mael, that they may 
live in his Sight; and it is their Duty to bring them 
up in the Nurture and Admonition of the Lox ; 
but they have no Direction to baptize them, nor 
Warrant to dedicate them by Baptiſm ; nor is Bap- 
tiſm an Ordinance of Dedication, either of a Man's 
ſelf, or of others; a Dedication ought to be pre- 
vious to Baptiſm ;z and Believers firſt give up them- 
ſelves to the Lok, and then are baptized in his 
Name. 4. After all, a Renunciation of Baptiſm in 
Infancy muſt be a Matter of great Impietv, becauſe 
Witches are ſolicited by the Devil to renounce it, in 
order to their entring into Confederacy with them. 
I thought, Sir, your Country of New-England had 
been cured of theſe Fooleries about Witchcraft, and 
diabolical Confederacies long ago; but I find the 
Diſtemper continues. T his Argument I own is un- 
anſwerable by me; I muſt confeſs myſelf quite a 
Stranger to this dark Buſineſs. 5. What the Sto- 
ry of Mr. I biſton is told for, is not eaſy to ſay ; 
fince it ſeems, he did not renounce his Infant- Bap- 
tiſm: it looks by the Reference, as if it was intend- 
ed to ſuggeſt, that an Antitrinitarian could not ſo 
well ſhelter himſelf among a People of any Deno- 
mination, as the Baptiſts ; whereas the Ordinance 
as adminiſtred by them, as ſtrongly militates a- 
ainſt ſuch a Principle, as it does by being admi- 
Fred by Pædobaptiſts: but it may be, it is to re- 
commend a Spirit of Moderation among us, to re- 
ceive 
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ceive unbaptized Perſons into our Communion by 


this Example; but then unhappy for this Writer, 


ſo it is, that the Congregation, Dr. Foſter was Pa- 


ſtor of, and Mr. Mhiſton joined himſelf to, is, and 


always was of the Pædobaptiſt Denomination, and 
have for their preſent Miniſter one of the Pre/byte- 
rian Perſwaſion. i 
The 2d Conſequence of receiving the Principle 
of adult Baptiſm, and acting up to it, is, vacating 
the Covenant between GOD and the Perſon bap- 
tized in Infancy, into which he was brought by his 
Baptiſm. Now you will obſerve, Sir, 1. That 
Mr. Clark has offered nothing in Proof of Infants 
being brought into Covenant with GOD, by Bap- 
tiſm ; and indeed I can't ſee how he can conſiſtent 
with himſelf undertake it; ſince he makes Covenant- 
relation to GOD, the main Ground of Infants Right 
to Baptiſm; and therefore they muſt be in it before 
their Baptiſm, and conſequently are not brought 
into it by it; wherefore ſince they are not brought 
into Covenant by it, that cannot be vacated by their 
Renouncing of it.—2. It being obſerved, that no 
Man can be brought into the Covenant of Grace by 
Baptiſm, ſince it is from Everlaſting, and all Inte- 
reſted in it were ſo early in Covenant, and conſe- 
quently previous to their Baptiſm ; this Writer ſets 
himſelf with all his Might and Main to oppoſe this 
Sentiment, that the Covenant of, Grace was from 
Everlaſting ; this, he ſays, is. unſcriptural, irra- 
tional, and contrary to Scripture. But if CHRIST 
was ſet up from Everlaſting as Mediator; for only 
as ſuch could he be ſet up, Prov. viii. 22. if there 
was a Promiſe of Eternal Life made before the 
World began, and this Promiſe was in CurisT, 
who then exiſted as the federal Head and Repre- 
ſentative of his People, in whom they were choſen 
ſo early, to receive all Promiſes and Grace for them, 
Tit. i. 2. 2 Tim. i. 1. and if Grace was given to 
them 


E 
them in him before the World was, and they were 
bleſſed with all ſpiritual Bleſſings in him ſo early. 
2 Tim. i. 9. Eph. i. 3, 4. then ſurely, there muſt 
be a Covenant-Tranſattion between the Father and 
the Son on their Account ſo early; for could there 
be all this and no Covenant ſubſiſting? The Diſtinc- 
tion between a Covenant of Redemption and a Co- 
venant of Grace is without any Foundation in the 
Word of GOD. Nor is this Notion Irrational ; 
two Parties were ſo eazly Exiſting, when the Co- 
' venant was made; Fehovah the Father was one, 
and the Son of GOD the other, in the Name of his 
People ; who, though they had not then a Perſon- 
al, yet had a Repreſentative being in CHRISA their 
Head; and this was ſufficient for them to have 
Grace given them in him before the World was. 
His Metaphyſical Arguments from Eternal Acts be- 


ing immanent, will equally militate againſt Eternal 


Election, as againſt an Eternal Covenant; and per- 
haps this Writer has as little Regard to the one, as 
he has to the other: nor is this Notion contrary to 


Scripture ; for though the Covenant is called a new 


and ſecond Covenant, yet only with reſpect to the 
former Adminiſtration of it, under the legal Diſ- 
penſation; and both Adminiſtrations of it, under 
the Law and under the Goſpel, are only ſo many 
Exhibitions and Manifeſtations of the Covenant 
under different Forms, which was made in Eterni- 
ty. The Scriptures which promiſe the making of 
a Covenant, only intend a clearer Manifeſtation 


and Application of the Covenant of Grace to Per- 


ſons to whom it belongs; things are ſaid in Scrip- 
ture to be made when they are made Manifeſt or 
Declared, ſee 4s ii. 36. it is a previous Intereſt 
in the Covenant of Grace that gives Perſons a Right 
to the Bleſſings of it; and the Application of theſe 
Bleſſings, ſuch as Pardon of Sin, &c. flows from 
this previous Intereſt: nor does this Notion render 
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the Miniſtry of the Word and the Operation of the 


Spirit for that End uſeleſs, and ſuperfluous; but 
on the Contrary ſo early an Intereſt in the Covenant 
of Grace is the Ground and Reaſon of the Spirit be- 
ing ſent down in Time to make the Word Effectu- 
al to Salvation. Nor is the State of Uregeneracy, 
the Elect of GOD are in by Nature, inconſiſtent 
with this Eternal Covenant; ſince that Covenant 
ſuppoles it, and provides for, promiſes, and ſecures 
the Regeneration and Sanctification of all intereſted 
in it; aſſuring them that the Heart of Stone ſhall 
be taken away, and an Heart of Fleſh given them ; 
a new Heart and a new Spirit, yea the Spirit of 
GOD ſhall be put into them, and the Laws of GOD 
written in their Minds. The Text in Eph. ii. 12. 
deſcribes the Gentiles only, who were Strangers 
from the Covenants of Promiſe; the Covenant of 
Circumciſion, and the Covenant at Sinai; Covenants 
peculiar to the Jews; as well as Strangers to the 
Scriptures, which contain the Promiſe of the Me/- 
fiab; all which might be, and was, and yet be in- 
tereſted in the Covenant of Grace. If this is to 
be an Antinomian, I am quite content to be called 
one; ſuch Bug- bear Names don't frighten me. It 
is not worth while to take Notice of this Man's Neo- 
nomian Rant; of the Terms and Conditions of the 
Covenant; of its being a Rule of moral Govern- 
ment over Man in a State of Unregeneracy, brought 
hereby into a State of Probation ; which turns the 
Covenant into a Law, and is what the Neonamians 
call a Remedial Law, (as this Writer calls the Co- 
venant a Remedial one) a Law of milder Terms; 
nor of his Arminian Strokes in making the Endea- 
vours and Acts of Men to be the turning Point of 
their Salvation, and Converſion, as being foreign 
to the Controverſy in hand. 
3. This Writer makes a Diſtinction between a 
Man's being in Covenant in reſpect of the ſpiritual 
Diſpenſation 


3 


Diſpenſation of the Grace of it, and in reſpect of 
the external Adminiſtration of it: by the ſpiritual 
Diſpenſation of it, I apprehend, he means the Ap- 
piication of ſpiritual Bleſſings in the Covenant to 
Perſons regenerated and converted, by which they 
muſt appear ro be in it; and in this Senſe, all the 
Perſons, I have inſtanced in, muſt be manifeſtly in 
the Covenant of Grace, previous to Baptiſm : and 
conſequently not brought into it by it; by the ex- 
ternal Adminiſtration of it, I ſuppoſe, he means 
the Adminiſtration of the Ordinances of the Gof- 
pel, particularly Baptiſm ; and then it is only ſay- 
ing a Man is not baptized before he is baptized; 
which no Body will conteſt with him. 

4. No Man, I obſerve, is entered into the Co- 
venant of Grace by himſelf, or others; this is an 
Act of the ſovereign Grace of God, who ſays, 7 
will be their God, and they ſhall be my People; which 
this Writer ons, thoꝰ not excluſive of human Endea- 
vours; as if GOD could not take any into his Co- 
venant without their own Endeavours ſuch wretch- 
ed Divinity deſerves the utmoſt Contempt. Since 
the above Phraſe, I will be their GOD, &c. is a 
Proof of the ſovereign Grace of GOD in bringing 
Men into Covenant; he hopes it will be allowe 
that a like Phraſe, 1 will be the GOD of thy Seed, 
will be admitted as ſtrongly to conclude the Re- 
ception ot the Infant-Children of Believers into Co- 
venant. I anſwer, whenever it appears that there is 
ſuch an Article in the Covenant of Grace, that ſo 
runs, that GOD will be the GOD of the ip 
Seed of Believers as ſuch, it will be admitted; and 
whereas I have obſerved, that the Phraſe of bring- 
ing into the Bond of the Covenant, which the Pædo- 
baptiſt ofren make uſe of, is but once mentioned 
in Scripture, and then aſcribed to G00; this, *as 
it no ways contradicts a being in Covenant from 


everlafting, fo it fails not of being a Proof of the 
C ſovereign 
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ſovereign Grace of GOD in that Act. By the 
Bond of the Covenant, 1s not meant Faith and Re- 
14 pentance on Man's Part; which ſome ſtupidly call 
Js the Terms and Conditions of the Covenant, when 
1 they are Parts and Bleſſings of it; but the everlaſt- 

x ing Love of GOD, which is the Source and Secu- 
1 rity of it, and which lays Men under Obligation” 
Wit to ſerve their Covenant- GOD; and to be brought 
iy into it, is to be brought into a comfortable View 

of Intereſt in it, and to an open Participation of 
the Bleſſings of it; which is all according to, and 
if conſiſtent with the eternal Conſtitution of it. 

1 5. The Covenant of Grace can never be vacated 
ſince it is everlaſting, ordered in all Things* and 
ſure : this is owned by our Author in reſpect of its 
divine Conſtitution, and of the Immutability of the 
divine Promiſe, to all under the ſpiritual Diſpenſa- 
tion of it; but there are others who are only in it 
by a viſible and baptiſmal Dedication; and theſe 
may make void the Covenant between GOD and 
them; and this it ſeems is the Caſe of the greateſt 
Part of Infants in Covenant. Now let me retort 
this Gentleman's Argument upon himſelf, which 
þ he makes uſe of againſt the Covenant being from 
4 everlaſting. ** Thoſe, whom God admits into the 
we * Covenant of Grace, have Ire: Benefits 
if „of that Covenant, pardon of Sin, the Gift of the 
| Spirit, Reconciliation, Adoption, &c. for it is a 
Sort of Contradiction to ſay, that any Man is ad- 
mitted into the Covenant, and yet debarred from 
< an Intereſt in all the Privileges of it.” Now, ei- 
ther Infants are admitted into the Covenant of 
Grace, or they are not; if they are, then they have 
an Intereſt in the Benefits of it, Pardon of Sir, and 
the other Bleſſings, and ſo ſhall all certainly be ſa- 
ved with an everlaſting Salvation, and not apoſta- 
tize, as it ſeems the greateſt Part of them do; for 
to ſay they are in the external, but not in the {piri- 
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tual Part of the Covenant, is to make a poor Buſi- 
neſs of their Covenant - Intereſt indeed. The In- 
ſtance of Simon Magus, which he thinks I have 
forgot, will not make for him, nor againſt me; 
it is a clear Proof, that a Man is not brought into 
Covenant by Baptiſm; ſince though Baptiſm was 
adminiſtred to this Perſon in the pure, primitive 
Way, by an apoſtolic Man, yet he was in the Gall 
of Bitterneſs and Bond of Iniquity. 

3dly, The other three Conſequences following 
upon the renouncing of Infant-Baptiſin, as renoun- 
eing all other Ordinances, the Promiſe of Car 1sT's 
Preſence not made good, and no Baptiſm now in 
the World, are in ſome Sort given up, and are al- 
lowed not to be clear, at leaſt not alike clear; and 
are only adverted to in a general Way, and ſome 
Expreſſions of mine catched at, and remarked up- 
on, and theſe miſtaken or perverted. . I obſerve, 
this Author repeats his former Miſtake, that we 
make Age eſſential to Baptiſm, which is but cir- 
cumſtantial; and then uſes an Argument from the 
Leſſer to the Greater as he thinks, that if a Defect 
in ſuch a Circumſtance nullifies the Ordinance, then 
much more the Want of proper Adminiſtrators : 
but it is not Age that we object to, but a Want of 
Underſtanding, and Faith, and an Incapacity to 
make a Profeſſion of it, as well as the Mode of Ad- 
miniſtration ; Things of greater Importance in this 
Ordinance, at leaſt they are ſo with us. However 
it is kind in this Gentleman to direct us how we 
may avoid this Inconvenience his Argument has 
thrown us into, by exerciſing a little more Mode- 
ration and Charity for Infant- Baptiſm; and upon 
this Foot he ſeems to be willing to compound the 
Matter with us. 

2. As tothe Preſence of CHR ISH with his Church 
and Miniſters, it is ſufficient to make that good, 
that he grants it where his Church is, and whereſo- 
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ever he has a People, be they more, or fewer, and 


whereſoe ver his Ordinances are adminiſtred accord- 


ing to his Direction; but he has no where promi- 
ſed, that he will have a continued Succeſſion of vi- 
fible congregated Churches. Certain indeed it is, 
: that he will have a Number of choſen ones in all 
Ages; that his inviſible Church, built on Chriſt 
the Rock, ſhall not fail; and he will have a Seed 
to ſerve him, or ſome particular Perſons, whom he 
will reſerve to himſelf from a general Corruption; 
- but that theſe ſhall be gathered always into a viſible 
Goſpel-Church- State, is no where promiſed; and 
for many hundreds of Years it will be hard to find 
any one ſuch Church, unleſs the People in the Val- 


leys of Piedmont are allowed to be ſuch. 
3. This Writer is not willing to admit ſuch a 


Suppoſition, that any of the Laws and Inſtitutions 


of CHRIST have failed, ceaſed, or been annulled in 
any one Age, and much more for ſeveral Ages to- 


gether; but, beſides the Ordinance of Baptiſm, 
which through the Change of Mode and Subjects, 
together with the Impure Mixtures of Salt, Oil, and 


Spittle, and other ſuperſtitious Rites, which became 
quite another Thing than what was inſtituted by 
CHRIS, and practiſed by his Apoſtles; the Ordinance 
of the Lord's Supper was ſo ſadly perverted and cor- 
rupted, as to be a mere Maſs indeed of Blaſphemy 
and Idolatry ; in the Communion of which the gra- 
cious Preſence of CH R1sT cannot be thought to be 


enjoyed; and yet this continued ſome hundreds of 


Years, only now and then ſome ſingle Perſons roſe 


up, and bore a Teſtimony againſt it, who for a 


while had their Foljowers. 

4. He ſeems to triumph from Dr. Wall's Account 
of Things, that there never was, nor is, to this 
Day, any nalional Church in the World but Pædo— 


_baptiſts, either among the Greeks, or Noman Catho- 
licks, or the Reformed; and that Autipedobapti/m 


never 


B 

never obtained to be the eſtabliſhed Religion of any 
Country in the World. We don't envy his Boaſt; 
we know that national Churches are good for no- 
thing, as not being agreeable to the Rule of the 
divine Word; one ſmall Church or Congregation 
gathered out of the World by the Grace of GOD, 
according to Geſpel-Order, and whoſe Principles and 
Practices are agreeable to the Word of GOD, is to 
be preferred before all the national Churches in the 
World. 

5. According to this Gentleman's own Account 
of the Engliſh Antipædobaptiſts, there could be none 
to adminiſter the Ordinance to them in their Way 
ſince thoſe that came from Holland, it ſeems, gain- 
ed no Proſelytes, but were ſoon extinct, being cru- 
elly perſecuted and deſtroyed ; ſo that it was ne- 
ceſſary they ſhould ſend abroad for an Adminiſtra- 
tor, or make uſe of an unbaptized one : but which 


Way ſoever they took, they are able to juſtify their 
Baptiſm on as good a Foundation as the Reformers 


are able to juſtify theirs received from the Papiſts, 
with all the Fooleries, Corruptions, and ſuperſtitious 
Rites attending it. ES 

My Third Chapter, you will remember, Sir, is 
concerning the Antiquity of Infant- Baptiſm, and the 
Practice of the Waldenſes. 

I. The Enquiry is, whether nfant- Baptiſm con- 
| ſtantly and univerſally obtained in the truly pri- 
mitive Church, which truly-pure and primitive 
Church muſt be the Church in the Times of 
CHRIST and his Apoſtles; ſince towards the Cloſe 
of thoſe Times, and in the two following Ages, 
there aroſe ſuch a Sett of impure Men, both for 
Principle and Practice under the Chriſtian Name, 
as never were known in the World : now by an In- 
duction of particular Inſtances of Churches in this 
Period of Time, it does not appear, that Infant- 
Baptiſm at all obtained. In Mr, Clark's Reply to 

which 
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which, I obſcrve, 1. That he ſays the Evidence of 
Infant Baptiſm is not pretended to lie in the Hiſto- 


ry of Fact, or in any expreſs Mention of it in the 


New-Teſtament. That the Penman of the As 
of the Apoſiles did not deſcend to ſo minute a Par- 
ticular, as the baptizing of Infants,—and that the 
Baptiſm of the adult was of the greateſt Account to 
be recorded. 2. Yet he thinks there are pretty 
plain Intimations of it in moſt of the Characters in- 
ſtanced in, and particularly in the Church at Fera- 
ſalem; which he endeavours to make good by a 
Criticiſm on As ii. 41. and it is pleaſant to obſerve, 
how he toils and Jabours to find out an Antecedent 
to a Relative not expreſſed in the Text; for the 
Words, to them, are not in the Original; it is on- 


ly, and the ſame Day there were added about three 


thouſand Souls, or the ſame Day there was an Ad- 
dition of about three thouſand Souls; and all this 
Pains is taken to ſupport a whimſical Notion, that 


this Addition was made not to the Church, but to 
the new Converts; and by a wild Fancy he ima- 


gines, that Infants are included among the three 
thouſand Souls that were added: his Argument 


from ver. 39, and the other Inſtances mentioned, 


as well as ſume other Paſſages alledged, ſuch as Luke 
Xvili. 16. As xv. 10. 1 Cor. vii. 14. as they come 
over in the Debate again, are referred to their pro- 
per Places, but z. It muſt not be forgotten, 


what is ſaid, that this may be a Reaſon why Infant- 


Baptiſm is fo ſparingly mentioned, (not mentioned 
at all) becauſe the Cuſtom of the Jews to baptize 
the Children of Proſelytes to their Religion with 
their Parents was well known; and there can be 
little doubt, that the Apoſtles proceeded by the ſame 
Rule in admitting the Infants of Chriſtian Proſelytes 
into the Chriſtian Covenant by Baptiſm. This is 
building Infant Baptiſm on a Bog indeed; ſince 
this. 7ewiſh Cuſtom is not pretended to be of divine 
| | Inſtitution ; 


35 1. 


Inſtitution; and ſo a poor Argument in the Defence" 
of the Divine Right of Infant-Baptiſm , and at moſt 
and beſt, is only a Tradition of the Elders, which 


Body of Traditions was inveighed againſt by CHRIS 
and his Apoſtles; and beſides, this particular Tra- 
dition does not appear to have obtained ſo early a- 
mong the Jes themſelves, as the Times of the 
Apoſtles, and therefore could be no Rule for them 
to proceed by ; and about which the firſt Report- 
ers of it diſagree, the one affirming there was ſuch 


a Cuſtom, and the other denying it; and had it. 


then obtained, it is incredible the Apoſtles ſhould 
make this the Rule of their Procedure in admini- 
ſtring an Ordinance of Car 1sT; and after all, was 
this the Caſe, this would be a Reaſon for, and not 
againſt the expreſs mention of Tnfant-Baptiſm by 
the Divine Hiſtorian ; ſince it is neceſſary that in 
agreement with this Fewiſh Cuſtom, ſome Inſtance 
or Inſtances of Chriſt ian Proſelytes being baptized 
with their Children ſhould be recorded, as an Ex- 
ample for Chriſtians in ſucceeding Ages to go by. 
But, 4. A Suppoſition is made of ſome Pædobap- 
ziſts ſent into an Heathen Country to preach, and 
giving an Account of their Succeſs, declaring that 
ſome Families were baptized, ſuch a Man and all 
his, ſuch another and his Houſhold ; upon wpich 
a Queſtion is aſked, who could raiſe a Doubt whe- 
ther any Infants were baptized in thoſe ſeveral Fa- 
milies ? To which ! anſwer, there is no Doubt to 
be made of it, that Pædobapiiſts would baptize In- 
fants; and if the Apoſtles were Pædobaptiſts, which 
is the Thing to be proved, they no doubt baptized 
Infants too; but it no other Account was given of 
the baptizing of Houſholds, than what the Apo- 
ſtles give of them, [z/ant-Baptiſm would till re- 
main a Doubt. For who can believe, that the 
Brethren in Jydia s Houſe whom the Apoſtles com- 
forted. and of whom her Bouſhold conſiſted, or 
that the Jaylor's Houſhold that believed and reot- 
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ced with him, or the Houſhold of Stepbanas, who 
addicted themſelves to the Miniſtry of the Saints, 
were Infants? However it ſeems, as there is no 
Evidence of Fact for Infant-Baptiſm in the New- 
Teſtament, it is referred to the ee of the 


ancient Fathers; and to them then we muſt go. 

II. The Teſtimony of the Fathers of the Three 
firſt Centuries is chiefly to be attended to; and 
whereas none in the firſt Century are produced in 
favour of Infant-Baptiſm, we muſt proceed to the 


ſecond. In it, I obſerve, there is but one Writer, that 


it is pretended, ſpeaks of 1nfant-Bapiiſm, and that is 
Irenæus, and but one Paſſage in him, and this is at beſt 
of doubtful Meaning, and by ſome learned Men judg- 
ed ſpurious ; as when heſays, CHRIS © came to ſave 
all, all I ſay who are regenerated (or born again) 
« unto GOD; Infants, and little Ones, and Chil- 
«© dren, and young Men, and old Men.” Now; 
admitting the Chapter in which this Paſlage ſtands, 
is Genuine and not Spurious, which yet is not a 
clear Caſe; it is objectible to, as being a Tranſla- 
tion, as the moſt of this Author's Works are, and 
a very fooliſh, uncouth and barbarous one it is, as 
learned Men obſerve; wherefore there is Reaſon to 
believe that Juſtice is not done him; and it lies not 
upon us, but upon our Antagoniſts that urge this 
Paſſage againſt us, to produce the Original in ſup- 
port of it: but allowing it to be a juſt Tranſlation, 
yet what is there of Infant-Baptiſm in it? Not a 
Word, Yes, to be regenerated, or born again is to 
be baptized; This is the Senſe of the Antients, and 


particularly of Jreneus it is ſaid; but how does this 


appear? Dr. Vall has given an Inſtance of it out of 
Lib. iii. ch. 19. where this ancient Writer ſays, 
« when he gave the Diſciples the Commiſſion of 
„ recenerating (or rather of Regeneration) unto 
600, he ſaid unto them, go, teach all Nations, 
« baptizing them in the Name of the FATHER, and 


* of the Sox, and of the HoLy Gnosr;“ where the 


Commiſſion 


114 : 
Commiſſion of regenerating, adds Dr. Wall, plain 
ly means the Commiſſion of baptizing; wheteas, it 


* 


e means the Commiſſion of teaching the 


rine of Regeneration by the Spirit, and the 


Neceſſity of that unto Salvation, and in order to 
Baptiſm; and which was the firſt and principal 
Part of the Apoſtles Commiſſion, as the very Or- 
der of the Words ſhews; and certain it is, that [re- 
næus uſes the Word Regeneration in a different Senſe 
from Baptiſm r, as an inward Work, agreeable to 
the Scriptures ; and beſides, fuch a Senſe of his 
Words contended for, is to make him at leaſt to 


ſuggeſt a Doctrine which is abſolutely falſe, as if 


CHnR1sT came to ſave all, and only ſuch, who are 
| baptized unto GOD; whereas he came to ſave bap- 

tized and unbaptized ones, Old and New-Teſta- 
ment Saints; and many no doubt are ſaved by him 
who never were baptized at all, and ſome baptized 
not ſaved : but on the other hand nothing is more 
true than that he came to ſave all, and only thoſe, 


who are regenerated by the Spirit and Grace. of 


GOD, of whatſoever Age; and which is clearly 
this ancient Writer's Senſe, and ſo no Proof of In- 
fant- Baptiſm. To ſupport this Notion of Regene- 
ration ſignifying Baptiſm ſo early, our Author ur- 


ges a Paſſage cited by me from Juſtin; who ſpeak- 


ing of converted Perſons ſays, They are brought 
« by us, where Water is, and they are regenerated 


ein the ſame Way of Regeneration as we have 


* been regenerated; for they are then waſhed in 
«© Water in the Name of the Father, &c.“ now, 
it is evident, that thoſe Perſons are not repreſented 
as regenerated by Baptiſm ; becauſe they are ſpo- 
ken of before as Believers and converted ones; and 
it is as clear, that their Baptiſm is diſtinguiſhed from 


D ; their 


Jia. Trenzum adv. Hæreſ. I. 1, e. 18. and 1. 4. Cc. $9. and 
J. 5; c. 15. 
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5 
their Regeneration, and not the ſame Thing; for 
Juſtin uſes the former, as an Argument of the lat- 
ter; which if the ſame, his Senſe muſt be, they 
were baptized, becauſe they were baptized; which 
is making him guilty of what Logrcians call pro- 
ving Idem per 1dem : whereas, Fuſtin's Senſe, con- 
ſiſtent with himſelf and the Practice of the primitive 
Churches, is, T hat thoſe Perſons when brought to 
the Water, having made a Prolefſion of their Re- 
generation, were owned” and declared regenerated 
Perſons, as is maniteſt from their being admitted 
to the Ordinance of Yater-Baptiſm ; and that Ju- 
tin ſpeaks of the Baptiſm of the adult is owned by 
this Writer; tho' he thinks it is unqueſtionable, 
that he | peaks only of ſuch who were converted from 
Heatheniſm ; and is ſure of it, that there were none 
among them born of Chriſtian Parents; this he'll 
find a hard Taſk with all his Confidence to prove. 
And he has ventured to produce a Paſſage out of 
Faſtin, as giving Suffrage to Infant-Baptiſm in the 
ſecond Century; and it is this from Dr. Wall; We 
“ alfo, who by him have had Acceſs to GOD, have 
not received this carnal Circumciſion, but the ſpiritu- 
al Cireumcifion, which Enoch and thoſe like him ob- 
ferved; and we have received it by Baptiſm, by the 
Mercy of GOD, becauſe we were Sinners, and it 1s 
enjoined to all Perſons to receive it the ſame Way.“ 
Now let it be obſer ved, that this ſpiritual Circumci- 
ſion, whatever 7aſtin means by it, can never deſign 
Baptiſm ; ſince the Patriarch Enoch and others like 
him obſerved it; and ſince with Chriſtians it is re- 
ceived by Baptiſm, he ſays ; and therefore mult be 
different from it ; and after all, not a Word of Infants 
in the Paſſage; nor is Baptiſm called a ſpiritual 
Circumciſion ; nor as our Author elſewhere ſtiles 
it, Chriſtian Circumciſion, in Col. ii. 11. ſince the 
Circumciſion there ſpoken of, is called a Circumci- 
fron made without Hands, which ſurely can't be * 
OY . 


4. 19.1 
of Baptiſm. In ſhort, I muſt once more triumph, 
if it may be ſo called, and ſay, this is all the Evi- 
dence, the undoubted Evidence of Infant Baptiſm 
from the Fathers of the two firſt Centuries. Pro- 
ceed we to 
The Third Century; and the Fathers of this, 

brought into the Controverly about Baptiſm are 
Tertullian, Origen, and Cyprian. The firſt of theſe, 
is the firſt Writer we know of, that ever made 

mention of Infant-Bapliſin; and he diſſuades from 
it, and adviſes to defer Baptiſm to riper Years ; 
and is therefore claimed on our Side of the Que- 
ſtion; nor can he be made to unſay what he has 
ſaid ; and therefore is traduced as a Man of hetero- 
dox Notions, and of odd and ſtrange Opinions, 
and it ſeems afterwards turned Montaniſt; and all 
this is ſaid, to weaken the Credit of his Teſtimony, 
her not a Word is ſaid of Origen's groſs Errors 
and monſtrous Abſurdities; the Reaſon is, becauſe 
it ſeems he was a Pædobaptiſt, and Tertullian an 
Antipedobaptiſt ; though it is ſome Comfort to this 
Writer, that he was not quite ſo bad as the preſent 
Antipedobaptiſts are. As to Origen, there are three 
Paſſages quoted out of him; to which we object, 
not only, that.they are Tranſlations, the Fidelity of 
which cannot be depended upon, when there is 
much of this Writer ſtill extant in the Language in 
which he wrote, and yet nothing from thence pro- 
_ duced ; but that theſe are interpolated and confeſ- 
ſedly ſo. His Homilies on Leviticus and Expoſi- 
tion of the Epiſtle to the Romans, from whence two 
of the Paſſages are taken, were tranſlated by 
 Ruffinus, who owns he took Liberty to add of his 
own to them; ſo that as Eraſmus * obſerves, it is 
uncertain whether one reads Origen or Ruffinus and 
Scultetus Þ ſays the ſame Thing; and Huetius, who 
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has given us a good Edition of the Greek Commen- 
taries of this Father, and well underſtood him, 
ſays «, that his Writings are ſo corrupted by him, 
that you are at a Loſs to find Origen in Origen, and 
ſo deformed and unlike the Original, they can 


ſcarce be known; and one of theſe particular Paſ- 


ſages Voſſius t takes to be an Interpolation, and ſo 
of the greater Force againſt the Pelagians, becauſe 
Ruffinus the Tranſlator and Interpolator was inclin- 
ed to them: the Homilies on Luke, out of which is 
the other Paſſage, are ſaid to be tranſlated by Je- 
rom, of whom Du-pin ſays Þ, that his Verſions are 
not more exact than the other's ; ſo no Credit is to 
be given to them, nor are they to be depended on. 
Cyprian is the next that is produced, and it will be 
allowed that Infant. Bapti/m began to be practiſed in 
his Time in ſome Churches, though it ſeems to be 
an upſtart Notion ; ſince it was not till then deter- 
mined at. what Time it ſhould be adminiſtrec! ; and 


alſo at the ſame Time, and in the ſame Churches, 


Infant-Communion was practiſed ; of which Cyprian 
gives an Inſtance, and that is more than is, or can 
be given of the Practice of Infant-Baptiſm lo early; 
and if his Teſtimony is of any Weight for the one, 


it ought to be of the ſame for the other; and if In- 


fants are admitted to Baptiſm, it is but reaſonable 


they ſhould partake of the Lord's Supper, and eſpe- 


cially as there is as early Antiquity for the one as 
for the other. 

The Quotations out of Gregory Nazianzen, Op- 
tatus, Ambroſe, Cbryſoſtom, and Auſtin, Fathers of 
the fourth Century, which Mr, C/ark has collected 
from Dr. Yall, might have been ſpared ; ſeeing 
this does not come into his own Account of the 
truly primitive Church; and ſince it is not denied, 

Infant- 

P Origenians, I. 2. p. 116. 1. 3. e. 1. p. 231. 253. 


1 H ſt. Pelag. par. 1, 1. 2. p. 147. 1 Hiſt. Eccl. vol, 1. 
P. 132, 


66 7} 

Infant-Baptiſm obtained in it; and yet it is certain, 
there were Perſons in this Age againſt it, as will be 
obſerved hereafter; nor was Pelagius in this Age ſo 
preſſed and puzzled with the Argument taken from 
it in favour of Original Sin; ſince it was not con- 
trary to his Doctrine, who allowed Baptiſm to be 
adminiſtred to them on account 6f the Kingdom of 
GOD, but not for Forgiveneſs of Sin; and the Con- 
troverſy did not lead to diſpute about the Subject, 
but the End of Baptiſm. 

The next Thing you will remember, Sir, brought 
into the Controverſy is, whether the Practice of Iu- 
fant- Baptiſm was called in queſtion before the mad 
Men of Munſter ſet themſelves againſt it; as to the 
Troubles in Germany, and in Munſter itſelf, it is cer- 
tain beyond all Contradiction, that they were begun 
by Pædobaptiſts, and whilſt they were ſuch ; and 
as for the German Anabaptiſts, as they are called, 
who joined with them, they were Sprinklers, and 
not Baptifts, and ſo belong rather to this Writer's 


Party, than to us; but be this as it will, nothing in 


the Controverſy depends upon that; the State of the 
Caſe is, whether [nfant-Baptiſm was called in que- 
ſtion, or made Matter of Doubt of before theſe Men 
oppoſed it; and here I obſerve, 1. That it is al- 
lowed there were Debates about Infant-Baptiſm be- 
fore the Affair of Munſter, and between that and 


the Reformation; by which it appears that it was 


quickly oppoſed after the Reformation begun. — 
2. The Letter to Eraſmus out of Bohemia ſhews, 
that there were a People there near one hundred 
Years before the Reformation, who baptized anew 
in mere Water ſuch as came over to their Sect: 


this thoſe People did, as our Author would have it, 


not becauſe they judged Baptiſm in Infancy invalid, 

but what was received in the corrupt Way of the 

Church of Rome. This he ſays after Dr. Wall, 
(though with the Dr. it is uncertain which was the 

f | Cale) 
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1 
Caſe) inclining to the latter. But it ſhould be ob- 
ſerved, that there is no Proof from any ancient 
Hiſtory, that theſe People, or any Proteſtants and 
Reformers that retained Infant. Baptiſm, did, upon 
leaving the Church of Rome, reject the Baptiſm of 
that Church, and receive a new one; and beſides, 
Thomas Waldenfis * who lived and wrote at this 
very Time, affirms, that there were a People in 
Bobemia then, that maintained that ** * Believers 
Children were not to be baptized, and that Baptiſm 
was to no Purpoſe adminiſtred to them ;** to which 
I would add the Teſtimony of Luther F, who ſays, 
„The Waldenſes in Bobemia, ground the Sacta- 
ment of Baptiſm upon the Perſon's Faith, and for 
that Reaſon they annihilate the Baptizing of Chil- 
dren; for they ſay, Children muſt be taught be- 
fore they be baptized.” ——2. This Gentleman is 
not well pleaſed with Dr. Wall in making this Con- 
ceſſion, that the Petrobruſians were Aulipædobap- 
tiſts; though it is ſome Comfort to him, that he 
tells him, that their Opinion ſeems to have been 
in a ſhort Time extinguiſhed and forgotten. But 
this Opinion of theirs not only continued among 
Henry and his Followers, who ſucceeded the Petro- 
bruſians, but among the People afterwards called 
Waldenſes; who to this Day own Peter Bruzs for 
one of their Barbs or Paſlors, as will be ſeen here- 
after. However, that we may have no Credit 
from theſe People, they are branded as denying the 
_— Ordinance of the Lord's Supper, and as ſay- 
ing it is not to be adminiſtred ſince CHRIST's Time. 
But what Dr. Vall Þ afterwards cites from the A.- 
bot of Clugny will ſerve to explaln this, and ſhew 
that their Meaning is only, that the real Preſence 
of CHRIST in the Supper, was only at the Time 
| when 


„Tom. iii. tit. 8 3. + Menſalia Colloqu. c. 17. P- 
254. 1. Hiſt. par. 2. C. 7. 1. 8. 
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when it was adminiſtred by him to the Diſciples 
who makes them to ſay, the Body of CurisrT 
* was only once made by himſelf at the Supper, 
e before his Paſſion, and was only, viz, at this 
« Time, given to his Diſciples; ſince that Time it 
% was never made by any one, nor given to any 
* one;” or as it is expreſſed from the ſame Pop 

Writer by Dr. Alix *, „The fourth (Article aſcri- 
«© bed by the Abbot to the Petrobru/ians) conſiſted 
„% not only in denying the Truth of the Body and 
Blood of our Lox p, which is offered up every 
„Day, and continually by the Sacrament of the 
Church; but alſo in maintaining, that it was 
* nothing, and ought not to be offered.” Up- 
on which the Dr. makes this Remark. © The 
fourth Hereſy is expreſſed in very odious Terms, 
and after the Popiſb Manner, who own nothin 

to be real in the Sacrament, if the Fleſh of JIxsus 
46 Cyri1sT and his Blood be not there in Subſtance; 
« and who do not believe he 1s preſent at the Sa- 
* crament upon any other Account, but as he is 
offered up to God before he is eaten.“ It was 
the real Preſence in the Supper, and not that itſelf, 
theſe People denied; ſo that they were brave Cham- 
pions for the Purity of both Ordinances, equally 
rejecting Infant- Baptiſin and the Doctrine of Tran- 
ſubſtantiation. As for the other Inſtances of 
Perſons denying Infant-Baptiſin after Peter Bruis, 
produced by me; this Writer from Dr. Wall would 
tain faſten the Charge of Manicheiſmm upon them, 
and ſo as denying all Water-Baptiſim; I ſay from 
Dr. Wall, for what he here ſays, and indeed there 
is {carce any thing in this whole Chapter about the | 
Antiquity of Infant- Baptiſm, but what is borrow- 
ed from him, this Gentleman having no Stock of 


his 


* 


Remarks on the ancient Churches of the Aligenſes, c. 14. 
p. 123. | 


* r 


LCA: 
his own; that in fact, inſtead of anſwering Mr. 
Clark, Jam anſwering Dr. Wall. As for thoſe 
Evervinus writes of to Bernard, about the Year 
1140, theſe he obſerves from Dr. Vall, held a Te- 
net which ſhews them to be Manichees; though 
Evervinus * diſtinguiſhes them from the Manichees, 
viz. all Marriage they call Fornication, except 
„ that which was between two Virgins z” but this 
was not one of the Principles of the Manichees, who 
condemned all Marriage; whereas theſe allowed of 
the Marriage of Perſons who had never been marri- 


ed before; they only condemned fecond Marriage ; 


a Notion which had prevailed with ſome of the 
Chriſtian Fathers before the Manicbees were in be- 
ing; and this was the Notion of ſome of the Apo- 
ſtolicks, and very probably of chem all, the ſame 
Bernard makes mention of; and who very likely, 
as I have obſerved, were the Followers of Henry ; 
and againſt theſe, this Author has nothing of Ma- 
nicheiſm : Here Dr. Wall fails him; and here it 
may be remarked what Mezeray ſays T, *in the 
„ Year 1163, there were two Sorts of Heretics ; 
t the one ignorant and looſe, who were a Sort of 
« Manichees; the other more learned, and remote 
« from ſuch: Filthineſs, who held much the ſame 
« Opinions as the Calviniſts, and were called Hen- 
* ricians;” ſo that the Followers of Henry were a 
diſtin&t People from the Manichees; but as for 
thoſe, the Biſhop of Arles takes notice of, our Au- 
thor's Remark upon them is, ** it may be ſaid, theſe 
« Heretics might be ſome of the Manichean Seft ;*? 
fine Proof indeed ! what he farther adds, is more 
probable, “as perhaps they were ſome Remains of 
«© the Petrobruſians; ſo that it appears, that their 


| Opinion, 


- * Apud Allix's Remarks on the ancient Church of Piedmont, 


c. 16. p. 143. + Apud Alliæ's Remarks on the ancient 
Churches of the A/bigen/es, c. 14. p. 130. c. 20. p. 189. 
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Opinion, which ſeems to have been in a ſhort Time 
extinguithed and forgotten, continued however to 
the Year 1215. As for the Gaſcoiners, that came 
over into England in the Year 1158, and aſſerted, 

that Infants ought not to be baptized *till they come 
to the Age of Underſtanding ; this our Author ſays, 
is no more than what a Manichee might ſay then, 
and a Quaker now; though they both diſown all 
Water-Baptiſm.* What !] to ſay, that Ihfants ought 
not to be baptized il they come to the Age of 
Underſtanding ? is this talking like a Manichee or a 
Duaker ? Does not this ſuppoſe that they may be 


baptized, when they come to the Age of Under- . 


ſtanding, and know what they do? but this Wri- 
ter adds, it appears that theſe rejected both the Sa- 
craments of the New-Teſtament, deteſting holy 
Baptiſm, and the Euchariſt : ſo they did, they de- 
teſted Infant-Baptiſm as an human Invention, and 
Tranſubſtantiation as an Idol of the Pope of Rome. 
4. To what I have ſaid concerning bruno and Be- 
rengarius, and their Oppoſition to Infant-Baptiſm 
100 Years before the Petrobrufians, I would only 
add; that Peter Bruis was not the Author of a new 
Sect, though his Followers were ſo called by the 
Papiſts, to ſuggeſt that they were ſo; whereas, they 
were the ſame with the Berengarians, and held the 
ſame Principles as the Berengarians did, both with 
reſpect to Baptiſm and the Lord's Supper; and 
what were their Sentiments concerning theſe are 


well known. 5. Gundulphus and his Followers, 


another Inſtance of Perions denying Infant-Baptiſm 
as early as the Year 1025, are repreſented as Ma- 
nichees and Quakers, in the Point of Baptiſm; and 
both Mr. Stennett and myſelt are charged with great 
Unfairneſs, Vartiality and Piſingenuity, in leaving 
out what Dr. Allix has laid concerning theſe Men, 
vi. that in the ſame Examination being further 
80 interrogated, theſe Men conteſſed, that they 
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©* thought VFVater-Baptiſin of no Uſe or Neceſlity 
“% to any one, Infants or adult. This is cited. 
from Dr. Wall, an Author not always to be depend- 
ed upon, and particularly here; for Dr. Allix gives 
no Account of any further [aterrogation of theſe 
Men, by Gerard Biſhop of Cambray, as is ſuggeſt- 
ed; nor are theſe Words to be found in him; far 
though the Men at their firſt and only Interroga- 
tion, ſpeak of the Nan-neceſlity and Unavailableneſs 
of Baptiſm to Salvation ; and as Dr. Allix obſerves, 
ſaid ſome Things ſlightly of Baptiſm, in oppoſition 
to the prevailing Notions of thoſe Times, about the 
abſolute Neceſſity and Efficacy of Baptiſm to Salva- 
tion; yet he is quite clear, that they were for the 
Thing itſelf : © it is eaſy to judge, ſays he“, that 
they booked upon Baptiſm only as a myſtical Cere- 
mony, the End of which was to expreſs the En- 
gagement of him who is baptized, and the Vow he 
makes to live holy. Gundulpbus, adds he, ſeeing 
them, (the Popiſh Prieſts) aſſert, that whoſoever 
was baptized, could never be damned, falls to an 
Indifference for Baptiſm ; thinking it ſufficient to 
keep to the Eſſentials of that Sacrament.” From 
whence it is plain, he did not deny it, nor diſuſe 
ity and upon the whole it is evident, Dr. Wall has 
abuſed Mr. Sennett, and this Gentleman both him 
and myſelt. 6. It is obſerved, that a large 
Stride is taken by me from the Eleventh to the 
Fourth Century, not being able in the Space of 
more than 600 Years to find one Inſtance of an 
Oppoſer of Iafant-Baptiſm : this will not ſeem ſo 
ſtrange to thoſe who know what a Time of Igno- 
rance this was; partly through the Prevalence of 
Popery, and partly through the Inundation of the 

barbarous Nations, which brought a Flood of Dark- 
neſs upon the Empire; and very few Witneſſes a- 

roſe againſt the Superſtitions of the Church of Rome; 


yer 


Remarks on the ancient Church of Piedmont, ch, 11. p. 95 
199, 


3 
yet there were ſome in the Valleys of Piedmont, even 
from the Times of the Apoſtles, and during this 
Interval, as learned Men have obſerved, that bore 
their Teſtimony againſt Corruptions in Doctrine 
and Practice; among which, this of Infant- Baptiſm 
muſt be reckoned one; and whoſe Succeſſors, as 
we have ſeen already in the Berengarians, and the 
Petrobruſians, and will be ſeen again in the Wal- 
denſes, bore witneſs againſt this Innovation. 
7. Though I did not infiſt upon the Pelagians and 
others being againſt Infant- Bapt iſin which ſome have 
allowed; this Writer is pleaſed to reproach me with 
a Good-will to admit ſuch Heretics, as our Prede- 
ceffors; and this is not the only Inſtance of this 
Sort of Reflection; wheres Truth is Truth, let it 
be eſpouſed by whom it will; and it might be re- 


- 


torted, that Jnfant-Baptiſm has been practiſed by 


the worſt of Heretics, and retained by the Man of 
Sin, and his Followers in all the Antichriſtian 
States; and this Writer thinks it worth his Pains 
to reſcue the above Heretics and Schiſmatics out of 
our Hands; and yet after all, ſome of the Follow- 
ers of Pelagius at leaſt argued, that the Infants of 
Believers ought not to be baptized; and that for 
this Reaſon, becauſe they were holy, as Auſtin * 
affirms; and who alſo obſerves , that ſome other 
Perſons argued againſt it, and the Unprofitableneſs 
of it to Infants, who for the moſt part died before 
they knew any Thing of it; and Ferom || his Co- 
temporary ſuppoſes it, and reaſons upon it, that 
ſome Chriſtians refuſed to give Baptiſm to their 
Children, So that even in the feurtb Century, 
though Infant-Baptiſm greatly prevailed, yet was 
not ſo general, as that not one Man cotemporary 
with Auſtin can be produced, as ſetting himſelf a- 
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3 
gainſt it, as our Author avers; nay Stephen Mar- 
Gall, a great Stickler for 1nfant-Baptiſm, in his fa- 
mous Sermon on this Subject #, owns, that ſome in 
the Times of Auſtin queſtioned it, and refers to a 
Diſcourſe of his in Proof of it; and the Canon of the 
Council at Carthage produced by me, notwithſtand- 
ing ali that this Writer ſays, is a full Proof of the 
ſame. For ſurely, no Man in his Senſes can ever 
think, that a Council conſiſting of all the Biſhops 
in Africa, ſhould agree to anathematize their own 
Brethren, who were in the ſame Opinion with them 
about Infant- Bapti in; only thought it ſhould not 
be adminiſtred to them as ſoon as born, but be de- 
ferred till they were eight Days old; they that can 
believe this, can believe any thing; and beſides, is 
not a Child of eight Days old a Child newly born? 
Laſtly, after all, Tertullian, in the beginning of the 
Third Century, as he was the firſt we know of that 
made mention of Inſant- Baptiſin, did oppoſe it, 
and diſſuade from it; ſo that it muſt be once more 
ſaid, it was called in queſtion,. debated and oppo- 
ſed twelve or thirteen hundred Years before the mad 
Men of Munſter, as well as in ſome of the interven- 
ing Centuries. 

Tr remains now, Sir, to defend what ] ha ſaid 
concerning the H/alden/es ; and it ſhould be obſer- 
ved, 1. That theſe People had not their Name from 
Waldus, as the firſt Founder of their Sect { this Dr. 
Alix has undertook to make out beyond all poſſible 
Contradiction, and he has done it. Theſe People 
were before his Time called Yaudois, Va!lenſes or 
Wallenſes, from their inhabiting the Vallies; which 
Name was afterwards changed to Waldenſes, when 
the Deſign was laid to make Men believe that Fal- 
do or Waldus was their firſt Founder, that they 
might be taken for a new and upſtart People ; 
whereas they were in being long before Hala, 
Who 


* Sermon, p. $- 


3 

who received his Light and Doctrine from them, 
and whoſe Followers joined them; and this Obſerva- 
tion ſets aſide the Exceptions of our Author to the 
Teſtimonies of Peter Bruis, their Confeſſion of 
Faith in 1120, and their noble Leſſon 1100, as 
being before the Times of the J/2ldenſes, that is, be- 
Fore the Times of Waldo, more properly ſpeaking; 
and by how much the more ancient theſe Teſtimo- 
nies are, by ſo much the greater is their Evidence 
in point of Antiquity, as to theſe People's Denial 
of Infant-Baptiſm; and more ſtrongly prove that 
the ancient Yallenſes, afterwards corruptly called 
Maldenſes, were againſt it, and for adi, Baptiſm. 
2. Theſe People were not divided into various Sets, 
but were a Body of People of one and the ſame Faith 
and Practice, which they retained from Father to 

Son, as their uſual Phraſe is, Time out of Mind: 
tis true, they were called by different Names, by 
their Adverſaries; ſome given them by Way of 
Reproach, others from their Leaders and Teachers, 
as Petrobruſians, Henricians, Arnoldiſts, Maldenſians, 
&c. from Peter Bruis, Henry, Arnold, Waidus, bur (till 
they were the ſame People; juſt as the Papiſts, at 
the Reformation, made as many Heads ot diſtinct 
Parties, as there were Men of Note in thar Work. 
Thus for Inſtance, the Petrobru/ians were not a di- 
ſtinct Sect of this People, but the very People call- 
ed Vallenſes, afterwards Waldenſes; and the lame 
may be ſaid of the reſt: nor were there any Sect 
among them of the Manichean Principle, or any of 
them tinctured with that Herefy, as Dr. Allix has 
abundantly proved. The Caſe, as he makes it ap- 
pear, was this; that there were Man'chees in the 
Places. where the Valdenſes and Albigenſes lived, but 
not. that joined them; their Enemies took the Ad- 

vantage of this, and called them by the ſame Name, 
and aſcribed the ſame Opinions to them, eſpecially 
pf they could find any thing in them ſimilar to 
3 them : 
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them | thus for Inſtance, becauſe they denied In- 


faut-Baptiſm, therefore they were againſt all Mater- 
Baptiſm, and ſo Manichees, for as Dr. Allix * ob- 
ſerves, © in thoſe barbarous and cruel Ages, a 


'« ſmall Conformity of Opinions with the Manichees, 


« was a ſufficient Ground to accuſe them of Manni- 
« cheiſm, who oppoſed any Doctrine received by 
« the Church of Rome: Thus would they have ta- 
« ken the Anabaptiſts for downright Manicbees, 
&« ſays he, becauſe they condemned the Baptiſm of 
« Infants,” and Mr. Clark can't object to this Ob- 


ſervation, ſince he himſelf argues from the Denial 


of Infant-Baptiſm, to the Denial of Baptiſm itſelf, 
'and has repreſented me as a Manichee, or a Quaker, 
for no other Reaſon, but for the Denial of Iufant- 
Baptiſm; and if his Book lives to the next Ape, 
and is of any Authority, and can find People fool- 
iſh enough to believe it, I muſt be ſet down for a 
Manichee or a Quaker, Indeed I muſt confeſs, 1 
once thought, giving too much Credit to Dr. Wall, 
that there were different Sects among the Waldenſes, 
and ſome of them Manichees, and of other errone- 
ous Principles, which I now retract, 
2. It is not true what this Writer from Dr. Wall 
affirms z © This is conſtant, that no one Author, 
that calls the People he writes of, MWaldenſes, does 
« jmpute to them the Denial of Ifant-Baptiſm ,”* 
for Claudius Couſſard writing againſt them, under 
this Name, gives an Extract of their Errors out of 
Raynerius, and this is one of them; “ They ſay, 
« then firſt a Man is baptized, when he is recei- 
ved into their Sect; ſome of them hold that Bap- 
ce tiſm is of no Advantage to Infants, becauſe they 
« cannot yet actually believe;“ and concludes this 
Extract thus, “from whence you may ſee, cour- 
<« teous Reader, that this Sect of the Maldenſes, and 


are 
Remarks on the ancient Church of Piedmont, c. 15. p. 138. 


— 


E 


« are not of late Invention, &c.““ and were this 


true, yet it is a mere Evaſion, and a fooliſh one; 


ſince the Names of Henricians, Arnoldiſts, Cathari, 
Apoſtolici, &c. under which they -are repreſented, 
as Oppoſers of Infant-Baptiſm, are the Names of 
the Waldenſes, as Perrin * obſerves, a Writer whom 
our Author ſays he has read. 

4. It is a moſt clear Caſe, that the ancient Barbs 
or Paſtors of the Valdenſian Churches, ſo called, 
were Oppoſers of Infant-Baptiſm. Sir Samuel More- 
land, as 1 have obſerved, reckons Peter Bruis and 
Henry among their ancient Paſtors; ſo does Perrin 
likewiſe, though he is miſtaken in making them to 
follow Waldo; and theſe are allowed to be Antipæ- 
dobaptiſts by ſeveral Pædobaptiſts themſelves. Ar- 
noldus, another of their Faſtors, according to the 
above Writer, from whence they were called Ar- 
noldiſts, was out of all Doubt a Denier of Infant- 
Baptiſm, for which he was condemned by a Coun- 
cil, as Dr. Wall owns. Lollardo was another of 
their Paſtors, according to the ſame Authors, and 
of whoſe Name, Perrin ſays, the Waldenſes were 
called Lollards; and ſo Kilianus ſays , a Lollard is 
alſo called a Valdenſian Heretic. Theſe were not 


the Followers of Wickliß, as our Author wrongly 


aſſerts; for they were, as Dr. Allix obſerves, more 
ancient than the //7c&/zfites ; and though this Name 
was afterwards given to the latter, Lollardo was 
here in England, and had his Followers before 
Wickliff's Time, and ſo he had in Flanders and 
Germany, and of the Lollards there, Trithemius 9 
ſays, they derided the Sacrament of Baptiſm ; which 
cannot be underſtood of their deriding Baptiſm in 
general, but of their deriding Infant-Baptiſm ; 
which was common among the Papi/ts to ſay ; and 
the 

* Hiſtory of the V aldenſes, p. 8.9. + Apud Allix's Re- 


marks on the ancient Churches of the Albigen/es, c. 22. p. 202. 
1 Ibid. p. 201i. F Apud Alix, ibid. p. 202. 
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the ſame is the Senſe of the Lollards in England, 


who are charged with making light of the Sacra- 
ment of Baptiſm. Now ſince theſe were the Sen- 
timents of the ancient Paſtors of the Waldenſes, it 
is reaſonable to believe the People themſelves were 
of the ſame Mind with them; nor are there any 
Confeſſions of their Faith, which make any men- 
tion of Infant-boptiſm; nor any Proofs of its being 
practiſed by them until the /zxteenth Century, pro- 
duced by our Author, or any other. 

5. The Albigenſes, as Perrin * ſays, differ no- 
thing at all from the Waldenſes, in their Belief; but 
are only ſo called of the Country of Ai; where 
they dwelt, and had their firſt Beginning; and who 
received the Belief of the Maldenſes by means of 


Peter Bruis, Henry and Arnold; who, as it clearly 


appears, were all Antipedobaptiſts; and Dr. Allix 
obſerves Þ, that the Albigenſes have been called Pe- 
trobrufians ; owned to be a Sect of the Valdenſes, 
that denied Infant-Baptiſm: and that the Albigenſes 
denied it, at leaſt ſome of them, yea the greateſt 
Part of them, is acknowledged by ſome Pædobap- 
tiſts themſelves. Chaſſanion in his Hiſtory of theſe 
People ſays 4; Some Writers have affirmed, that 
« the Albigeois approved not of the Baptiſm of In- 
« fants. I cannot deny that the Abigeois for the 
« greateſt Part were of that Opinion. —— The 


FT ruth is, they did not reject this Sacrament, or 


« ſay it was uſeleſs, (as ſome, he before obſerves, 
« aſſerted they did) but only counted it unncceſſa- 
&« ry to Infants, becauſe they are not of Age to be- 


_ << lieve, or capable of giving Evidence of their 


« Faith.” Which is another Proof of the ancient 
Waldenſes being againſt Infant- Baptiſm, theſe being 
the ſame with them. Upon the whole, if I have 

been 


* Hiſtory of the Alligenſis, l. 1. c. 1. p. 1, 2. + Ut ſupra 
c. 14. p. 121. 1 Apud Stennett, p. 81, 82. | 


of 
beth too modeſt; in ſaying that the ancient Walden- 
ſes practiſed Infant-Baptiſm, wants Proof; I ſhall 
now uſe a little more Boldneſs, and Confidence, and 
affirm, that the ancient Vallenſes, or as corruptly 
called Waldenſes, were Oppoſers of 1nfant- Baptiſm; 
and that no Proof can be given of the Practice of it 
among them till the Aixteenth Century; and that 
the Author of the Dialogue had no Reaſon to ſay, 


that their being in the Practice of adult Baptiſm, - 


and denying [nfant- Baptiſm was a mere Chimera, 
and a groundleſs Figment. 


My Fourth Chapter, you know, Sir, reſpects the 
Argument for Infant Baptiſm, taken from the Co- 
venant made with Abraham, and from Circumciſion, 
Here our Author runs out into a large Diſcuſſion 
of the Covenant of Grace in his Way; in which he 
ſpends about fourſcore Pages, which I take to be 
the Heads of ſome old Sermons, he is fond of, and 
has taken this Opportunity of publiſhing them to 
the World, without any Propriety or Pertinence: 
For, 1. not to diſpute the Point with him, whether 
there are two diſtinct Covenants of Redemption and 
Grace, or whether they are one and the ſame, 
which is foreign to the Argument; be it that the 
are two diſtinct ones, the ſpiritual Seed promiſed 
to CHRIST, or the People given him in the one, 
are the ſame that are taken into the other they are 
of equal Extent z there are no more in the one, than 
there are concerned in the other; and this Writer 
himſelf allows, “ That the Salvation of the /piri- 
« tual Seed of CarisT 1s promiſed in both Cove- 
* nants.” Now let it be proved, if it can, that 
there are any in the Covenant of Grace but the /pi- 
ritual Seed of CyRIsT ; and that the natural Seed of 
Believers and their Infants as ſuch are the ſpiritual 
Seed: and if they are, then they were given to 
CHr1sT, who undertook to ſave them, and whoſe 
Salvation was promiſed to him, and to whom in 


F Time 


1 
— 2 _ C ” * 2 <4 pl 3 vw * * - 
* * * * Lo _ «* * + ” - 0 : 0 
” . * P « » Oo , : . 1 . * — 1 
8 2 - —— 4 Z = -=- — — + td. 
rg oa . 1 . A - * 
EP 22 8 ES : 
_ — % 5 l — - 8 7 2 S — 2 3 — — — — — 
. , ” "us ot Hoe ow et 7 - 22 - - 
oy 5 v<—__ at a — — - — 6 = _ . . i Z 


6 by 
> 
Sn 


4. 


- -. 


>< 
ww 
"WD Sour 
x .3 &£ 


* 
* 

3» a< 
—— 2 e, 


2 
n 


< 
3 


— 


"FS — 434. 
* 7 ; 5 
3 
w+ =% > 4 WW 
- — 1 


- 

* 

\ = 

* 

14 
75 
A 


A.” 


— « 
. - 
- 
N — 9 — * - ww — * . 
© - = 
—_ — — — — — 9 . 5 _ — > c 
. - : a. = - 
2 — — — - — * 2 — I 
— — 2 — = . S 
_ - — 4 _ 4 -—> # As P__ © * * 
4 — — « 43 
— — — - 223 2 : - * * 
* _ _ * — N 
© - 
— — nt? ee RTE - * n 
* 


ä — — — —2 


— E ESE i Suns C< 


—_— 


[43 
Time the Communications of Grace according to the 
Covenant are made; then they mult be all of them 


; regenerated, renewed, and ſanctified, juſtified, par- 
doned, adopted, perſevere in Grace, and be eter- 


nally ſaved; all which will not, cannot be ſaid of 
all the Intants of Believers ; and conſequently can- 
not be thought to be in the Covenant of Grace. 

2. As to what he ſays concerning the Conditionali- 
ty of the Covenant, it is all anſwered in one Word; 


- Jet him name-what he will, as the Condition of this 


Covenant, which GOD has not abſolutely pro- 
miled, or CHRISH has not engaged to perform, or 


to ſee performed in his People, or by them. Are 


the Conditions, Faith and Repentance? Theſe are 
both included in the ue Heart, and Spirit, and 
Heart of Fleſh, GOD has abſolutely promiſed in the 
Covenant, Eze&. xxxvi. 26. Is new, ſpiritual, and 
evangelical Obedience, the Condition ? This is ab- 
ſolutely promiled as the former, ver. 27. Or is it 
actual Conſent ? 2% People fall be willing, Pſal. cx. 
3. And after all, if it is a r Covenant, how 
do Infants get into it? Or is it a conditional Cove- 
nant to the adult, and unconditional to them? if 
Faith and Repentance are the Conditions of it, and 
theſe muſt be, as this Author ſays, „ the Sinner's 
* own voluntary choſen Acts, before he can have 
«© any actual ſaving Intereſt in the Privileges of the 
“ Covenant;”* it follows, that they can't be in it, 
or have Intereſt in the Privileges of it *till they re- 
nt and believe, and do theſe as their own volun- 
tary choſen Acts; and if“ Man's Conſent and A- 
„ greement bring him into Covenant with GOD,” 
as this Writer ſays, it ſhould be conſidered, whe- 


ther Infants are capable of this Conſent, orno; and 


if they are not, according to this Man, they ſtand 
a poor Chance for being in the Covenant. 3. Where- 
as the Covenant of Grace, as to the Eſſence of it, has 
been always the ſame, as is allowed, under the va- 

rious 


. r 
rious Forms and Adminiſtrations of it, both under 
the Old and New Teſtament ; ſo the Subjects of it 
have been, and are the ſame, the ſpiritual Seed of 
CurisT, and none elſe, and not the carnal Seed of 
Men as ſuch; and if the Conditions of it are the 
ſame, Faith and Obedience, as our Author obſerves, 
then Infants muſt ſtand excluded from it, ſince they 
can neither believe nor obey. 4. That the Cove- 
nant of Grace was made with Abraham, or a Reve- 
lation and Application of it to him; that the Go- 


ſpel was revealed to him, and he was juſtified i in the 


ſame Way Bclievers are now ; and that he had ſpi- 
ritual Promiſes made to him, and ſpiritual Bleſ- 
ſings beſtowed upon him; and that Gofpel- Believers, 
be they Jews or Gentiles, who are the ſpiritual Seed 
of Abraham, are Heirs of the fame Covenant-Bleſ- 
ſings and Promiſes, are never denied; this Man is 
fighting with his own Shadow. Whatis denied and 
ſhould be proved, is, that the Covenant of Grace 


is made with Abraham's carnal Seed, the Jews, and 


with the carnal Seed of Gofpel-Believers among the 
Gentiles; and that ſpiritual Promiſes are made to 
them ; and that they are Heirs of ſpiritual Bleſſings, 
as ſuch : and let it be further obſerved, that the 
Covenant in Gen. xvii. is not the Covenant referred 
to in Gal. iii. 17. faid to be confirmed of GOD in 
Cnr1sT, and which could not be diſannulled by 
the Law 430 Years after; fince the Date does not 
agree, it falls ſhort 24 Years; and therefore muſt 
refer, not to the Covenant of Circumciſion, but to 
ſome other Covenant, and Time of making it. 5. 
It is falſe, that Children have been always taken 
with their Parents into the Covenant of Grace under 
every Diſpenſation, The Children of Adam were 
not taken into the Covenant of Grace with him, 
which was made known to him immediately after 
the Fall; for then all the World mult be in the 
Covenant of Grace, 1 Covenant made with No- 
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ab and his Sons was not the Covenant of Grace; 
ſince it was made with the Beaſts of the Field as 
well as with them; unleſs it will be ſaid, that they 
alſo are In the Covenant of Grace. Nor were all 
Abraham's natural Seed taken into the Covenant of 
Grace with him. Iſmael! was by Name excluded, 
and the Covenant eſtabliſhed with J/aac; and yet 
TIhmael was in the Covenant of Circumciſion ; which 
by the way proves, that, that and the Covenant 
of Grace are two different Things: nor were all 
Abraham's natural Seed in the Line of Jſaac taken 
into the Covenant of Grace, not Eſau; nor all in 
the Line of Jacob and IJſrael; for as the Apoſtle 
ſays, they are nat all Iſrael which are of Iſrael; nei- 
ther becauſe they are the Seed of Abraham, are they 
all Children, but in Iſaac ſpall thy Seed be called ; that 
, they which are the Children of the Fleſh, theſe are 
not the Children of GOD, but the Children of the 
Promiſe are counted for the Seed. Rom. ix. 6, 7, 8. 
The Covenant at Horeh was indeed a national Co- 
venant, and took in all, Children and grown Per- 
ſons ; and which was no other than a civil Contract 
and not a Covenant of Grace, between GOD and the 
People of Jael; he as King, and they as Subjects; 
he promiſing to be their Protector and Defender, 
and they to be his faithful Subjects, and obey his 
Laws; which Covenant has been long ago aboliſh- 
ed, when GOD wrote a Loammi upon them: nor is 
there any Proof of Infants under the New Teſtament 
being taken into Covenant with their Parents. Not 
Matth. XiX. 14. 1 Cor. vii. 14. which make no 
mention of any Covenant at all, as will be conſidered 
hereafter z nor Heb. viii. 8. ſince the Houſe of [/rael, 
that new Covenant is ſaid to be made with, are the ſpi- 
ritual Vael, whether Jews or Gentiles, eventhe whole 
Houſhold of Faith, and none but them; nor are 
their Infants ſpoken of, nor can they be included ; 
for have they all of them the Laws of GOD written 
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on their Hearts? Do they all know the Lord? or 
have they all their Sins forgiven them ? which is 
the Caſe with all thoſe with whom this Covenant is 
made, or to whom it is applied ; nor are there any 
Predictions of this kind in the Old Teſtament. 
Deut. xxx. 6. Pſal. xxii. 30. 1/a. lix. 21. ſpeak on- 
ly of a Succeſſion of converted Perſons, either in 
the Goſpel-Church among the Gentiles, or in the 
ſame among the Jews, when that People ſhall be 
converted in the latter Day. 6. The Diſtinction 
of an inward and outward Covenant is an Utopian 
Buſineſs, mere Jargon and Nonſenſe; it has no 
Foundation in Scripture, Reaſon, nor common 
Senſe; and here I can't but obſerve, what Mr. 
Baxter, a zealous Pædobaptiſt, ſays on this Sub- 
ject . Mr. Blake's common Phraſe is, that they 
& are in the outward Covenant, and what that is, 
© I cannot tell; in what Senſe is that (GOD's Co- 
c yenant-Act) called outward ? It cannot be, as if 
«© GOD did as the diſſembling Creature, Ore tenus, 
& with the Mouth only, covenant with them, and 
& not with the Heart, as they deal with him. 
4 know therefore no poſſible Senſe but this, that 
te it is called outward from the Bleſſings promiſed, 
* which are outward; here therefore, I ſhould 
% have _—— it reaſonable for Mr. Blake to have 


4 told us what theſe outward Bleſſings are, that 
this Covenant promiſeth; and that he would have 


& proved out of the Scriptures that GOD hath 
& ſuch a Covenant diſtinct from the Covenant of 
% Grace. I deſire therefore that thoſe Words of 
« Scripture may be produced, where any ſuch Co- 
« venant is contained.” And let Mr. Clark tell us 
what he means by the outward Covenant, or the 
outward Part of it, in which Infants are; if any 
thing can be collected from him, as his Meaning, 


it 


'® Baxter's Anſwer to Blake, Sect 39. 
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It is, that it deſigns the outward Adminiſtration of 
the Covenant by the Word and Ordinances: but 
if it means the outward Miniftry of the Word, new- 
born Infants are not capable of that to any Profit; 
if it deſigns the Adminiſtration of Baptiſm, and the 
Lord's Supper, then they ſhould be admitted to 
one as well as the other ; and if Baptiſm only is 
intended by this outward Covenant, or the outward 
Part, here is the greateſt Confuſion imaginable; 
then the Senſe is, they are under the outward Ad- 
miniſtration of the Covenant, that is Baptiſm; and 
this gives them a Right to be baptized, that is to 
be baptized again, or in other Words to be made 
Anabaptiſts of ; and after all it is a poor Covenant, 
or a poor Part of it aſſigned for Infants, in the 
Bond of which, as this Author ſays, are many real 
Hypocrites. 7. That Covenant-Intereſt, and an 
Evidence of it, give Right to the Seal of the Co- 
venant, which was Circumciſion formerly, and 
Baptiſm now, is falſe; and this Writer has not 
proved it, nor Infants Covenant-Intereſt, as we 
have ſeen already. He ſhould have firſt proved that 
Circumciſion was a Seal of the Covenant of Grace 
formerly, and Baptiſm the Seal of it now, before he 
talked of Covenant-Intereſt giving a Right to ei- 
ther. Admitting that Circumciſion was a Seal] of 
the Covenant of Grace formerly, (though it was not) 
yet Intereſt in that Covenant, and Evidence of In- 
tereſt in it, did not give Right to all in it, to the 
Seal of it, as it is called; ſince there were many 
who had evidently an Intereſt in the Covenant of 


Grace, when Circumciſion was firſt appointed, and 


yet had no Right to it, as Shem, Arphaxad, Lot, 
and others; and even many who were in the Co- 
venant made with Avraham, as this Writer himſelf 
will allow, who had no Right to this Seal, even all 
his Female Offspring: to ſay, they were virtually 
circumciſed in the Males, is falle and fooliſh ; to 

have 


1 


have a Thing virtually by another, is to have it by 
Proxy, who repreſents another; but were the Males 
the Proxies and Repreſentatives of the Females ? 
had they been ſo, then indeed when they were cir- 
cumciſed, the Females were virtually circumciſed 
with them; and ſo it: was all one, as if they had 
been circumciſed in their own Perſons; which to 
have been, would have been unlawful and ſinful, 
not being by the Appointment of God: as for its 
being unlawtul for uncircumciſed Perſons to eat of 
the Paſſover, this muſt be underſtood of ſuch who 
ought to be circumciſed, and does not affect the 
Females, who ought not, and ſo might eat, tho? 
they were really uncircumciſed ; nor had the Males 
_ themſelves any Right to it till the eighth Day; and 
ſo it was not Covenant-intereſt, but a Command 
from GOD, that gave them a Right; and ſuch an 
Order is neceſſary to any Perſon's ight to Baptiſm : 
Again, admitting for Argument-Sake, that Bap- 
tiſm is a Seal of the Covenant, does not this Gen. 
tleman alſo believe, that the Lord's-Supper is a 
Seal of it likewiſe ? and if Covenant-Intereſt gives 
a Right to the Seals, why not to one Seal as well 
as the other? and why are not Infants admitted to 
the Lord's Table, as well as to Baptiſm? More- 
over, it is Evidence of Intereſt, this Writer ſays, 
that gives a Right to the Seal, and what is that 
Evidence? Surely if Faith and Repentance are the 
Conditions of the Covenant, as before aſſerted, they 
muſt be the Evidence; and therefore according to 
his own Argument, it ſhould firſt appear, that In- 
tants have Faith and Repentance as the Evidence of 
their Covenant-Intereſt, before they are admitted 
to the Seal of it; and ſuch only according to the 
Injunction of CHRIST, and the Practice of his A- 
poſtles, were admitted to Baptiſm; as theſe Paſſa- 
ges ſhew, Matth, xxviii. 19. Mark. xvi. 16. Alis 
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3t. 38, 39. and 10. 47. which our Author fefers 
us to. 

And now, Sir, after a long Ramble, we are 
come to Abraham's Covenant it ſelf, and to the 
Queſtions concerning it; as of what kind it is; 
with whom made; and whether Circumciſion was 
the Seal of the Covenant of Grace ; and whether 
Baptiſm is come in its Room, and is the Seal of it. 
Now as to the 

Firſt of theſe, of what Kind was the.Covenant 
with Abrabam, Gen. xvii? J have aſſerted, that it 
was not the pure Covenant of Grace, but of a mix- 
ed Kind; conſiſting partly of Promiſes of temporal 
Things, and partly of ſpiritual ones; and you will 
eaſily obſerve, Sir, that the Exceptions of this Wri- 
ter to' the Arguments I make uſe of in proof of it, 
are for the moſt part founded on his miſtaken No- 
tions of the Conditionality of the Covenant of Grace, 
and on that ſtupid and ſenſeleſs Diſtinction of the 
inward and outward Covenant, before exploded 
wherefore ſince theſe are groundleſs Conceits and 
ſandy Foundations, what is built upon them muſt 
neceſſarily fall. 

II. The ſame may be obſerved, with reſpect to 
that Part of the Queſtion, which relates to the Co- 
venant being made with all Abraham's Seed accord- 
ing to the Fleſh, as a Covenant of Grace; by the 
Help of which unſcriptural and irrational Diſtincti- 
on he can find a Place in the Covenant of Grace 
for a perſecuting mael, a prophane Eſau, and all 
the wicked Fews in all Ages, in all Times of De- 
fection and Apoſtacy ; bur if he can find no better 
Covenant to put the Infants of Believers into, nor 
better Company to place them with, who notwith- 
ſtanding their Covenant-Intereſt, 'may be loſt and 
damned, it will be a very inſignificant Thing with 
conſiderate Perſons, whether they are in this U/opz- 
an Covenant or no. 


| III. 


— 
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II. As to that Part of the Queſtion which re- 
Jates to the natural Seed of believing Gentiles be- 
ing in Abraham's Covenant, or to that being made 
with them as a Covenant of Grace, it is by me de- 
nied. This Writer ſays, I add a Stroke, as he 
calls it, that at once cuts off all Abraham's na- 
tural Seed, and all the natural Seed of believing 
Gentiles, from having any Share in the Covenant 
fince I fay, * That to none can ſpiritual Bleſ- 
c ſings belong, but to a ſpiritual Seed, not a na- 
« tural one. But he might have obſerved, that 
this is explained in the ſame Page thus not to the 
« natural Seed of either of them as ſuch.” He 
ſays, it is not requiſite to a Perſon's viſible Ti- 
« tle and Claim to the External Privileges of the 
« Covenant, that he ſhould be truly regenerate, 
« or a ſincere Believer ;” and yet he elſewhere 
ſays, that to repent and believe muſt be the 
« Sinner's own voluntary choſen Acts, before he 
e can have any actual ſaving Intereſt in the Pri- 
“ vileges of the Covenant: let him reconcile 
theſe rogether. He has not proved, nor 1s he able 
to prove, that the natural Seed of believingGentiles 
as ſuch are the ſpiritual Seed of Abraham ; ſince 
only they that are CHRIST's, or Believers in him, 
or who walk in the Steps of the Faith of Mra- 
ham, are his ſpiritual Seed ; which can't be ſaid 
of all the natural Seed of believing Gentiles, or of 
any of them as ſuch. That Clauſe in Abraham's 
Covenant, A Fatber of many Nations have I made 
thee, Gen. xvii. 4, 5. is to be underſtood only of 
the Faithful, or of Believers in all Nations; and 
not of all Nations that bear the Chriſtian name, 
as comprehending all in them, grown Perſons and 
Infants, good and bad Men; and only to ſuch 
who are of the Faith of Abraham does the Apoſtle 
apply it, Rom. iv. 16. the Stranger and his Male 
Seed, that ſubmitted to Circumciſion, may in- 
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deed be ſaid to be in the Covenant of Circumci- 
ſion, but it does not follow, that theſe were in 
the Covenant of Grace; there were many of Abra- 
ham's own natural Seed that were in the Covenant 
of Circumciſion, who were not in the Covenant of 
Grace; and it would be very much, that the na- 
tural Seed of Strangers, and even of believing 
Gentiles, ſhould have a ſuperior Privilege to the 
natural Seed of Abrabam. Theſe, and theſe only 
in a Judgment of Charity are to be reckoned the 
ſpiritual Seed, who openly believe in Cnr1sT, as I 
have expreſſed it; about which Phraſe this Man 
makes a great Pother, when the Senſe is plain and 
eaſy, and that it deſigns ſuch who make a viſible 
Profeſſion of their Faith, and are judged to be Par- 
takers of the Grace of the Covenant ; which cer- 
tainly is the beſt Evidence of their Intereſt in it ; 
and therefore it muſt be beſt to wait *till this ap- 
pears, before any Claim of Privilege can be made; 
and is no other than what this Writer himſelf ſays 
in the Words before referred to. Though after 
all, I ſtand by my former Aſſertion, that Cove- 
nant-Intereſt, even when made out clear and plain, 
gives not Right to any Ordinance without a poſi- 
tive Order or Direction from GOD; and he may 
call it a Conceit of mine if he pleaſes; he is right 
in it, that according to it, no Perſon living is ca- 
pable of (that is, has a Right unto) the Ordinan- 
ces and viſible Privileges of the Church upon any 
Grounds of Covenant-Intereft without a poſitive 
Direction from GOD for it; as there was for Cir- 


- cumciſion, ſo there ſhould be for Baptiſm; as 


with reſpe& to the former, many who were in the 
Covenant of Grace had no Concern with it, having 
no Direction from the Lord about it; fo though 
Perſons may be in the Covenant of Grace, yet if 
they are not pointed out by the Lord, as thoſe 
whom he Wills to be the Subjects of it, they have 
no 


Digs, 
3 


4 WJ. 
no Right unto it. To ſay, that Lot and others 
were under a former Adminiſtration of the Co- 
venant, on whom Circumciſion was not enjoined, 
is ſaying nothing; unleſs he can tell us what that 
former Adminiſtration of it was, and wherein it 
differed from the Adminiſtration of it to Abra- 
ham and his Seed; to inſtance in Circumciſion 
would be begging the Queſtion, ſince that is the 


Thing inſtanced in; by which it appears that Co- 


venant-Intereſt gives no Right to an Ordinance 
without a ſpecial Direction; and the ſame holds 
good of Baptiſm. His Senſe of Mar. xvi. 16. is, 
that Infants are included in the Profeſſion of their 
believing Parents, and why not in their Baptiſm 
too? and fo there is no Neceſſity of their Baptiſm 3 
the Text countenances one as much as it does the 
other, and both are equally ſtupid and ſenſe- 
leſs. 

IV. The next Inquiry is, whether Circumciſion 
was the Seal of the Covenant of Grace to Abra- 
- bans natural Seed. TI: is called a Token or Sign, 
but not a Seal; this Writer ſays, though a Token 
ſimply conſidered, does not neceſſarily imply a 
Seal, yet the Token of a Covenant, or Promiſe, 
can be nothing elle : if it can be nothing elle, it 
does neceſſarily imply it; unleſs there is any real 
Difference between a Token ſimply conſidered, 
and the Token of a Covenant, which he would 
do well to ſhew. Circumciſion was nothing elſe 
but a Sign or Mark in the Fleſh, appointed by the 
Covenant; and therefore that is called tbe Cove- 
nant in their Fleſh ; and not becauſe Circumciſion 
was any confirming Token or Seal of the Cove- 
nant to any of Abraham's natural Sced: it was a 
Sign and Seal of the Righteouſneſs of Faith ta 
Abraham ; that, that Righteouſneſs which be had 
by Faith before his Circumciſion ſhould come upon 
uncircumciſed Gentiles ; but was no Seal of that, 
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[ 44 ] 
nor any Thing elſe, to any others: and according 
to our Author's Notion of it, it was neither a 
Seal of Abraham's Faith, nor of his Righteouſ- 
neſs ; then ſurely not of any others; and yet in 
Contradiction to this, he ſays, it is “ a Seal of 
* the Covenant of Grace wherein this Privilege 
of Juſtification by Faith is confirmed and con- 
& veyed to Believers ;** and if to Believers, then 
ſurely not to all Abraham's natural Seed, unleſs he 
can think they were all Believers ; though his real 
Notion, if I underſtand him right, is, that it is 
no confirming Sign, or Seal of any ſpiritual Bleſ- 
ſings to any; ſince the Subjects of it, as he owns, 
may have neither Faith nor Righteouſneſs ; but of 
the Truth of the Covenant itſelf, that GOD has 
made one ; but this needs no ſuch Sign or Seal ; 
the Word of GOD is ſufficient, which declares it 
and aſſures of it. 

V. The next Thing that comes under Con— 
ſideration is, whether Baptiſm ſucceeds Circum- 
ciſion; and is the Seal of the Covenant of Grace 
to Believers, and their natural Seed. 1. This 
Author endeavours to prove that Baptiſm ſucceeds 
Circumciſion from Cel. ii. 11. but in vain; for 
the Apoſtle is ſpeaking not of corporal, but of ſpi- 
ritual Circumciſion, of which the former was a ty- 
pical Reſemblance ; and ſo ſhewing, that believ- 
ing Gentiles have that through Caz1sT which was 
ſignified by it; and which the Apoſtle deſcribes, 
by the Manner of its being effected, without Hands, 
without the Power of Man, by the Efficacy of di- 
vine Grace; and by the Subſtance and Matter of 
it, which lay in the putting off the Body of the Sins 
of tbe Fleſh; and without a Tautology, as this 
Writer ſuggeſts, by the Author of it, CHRIST, 
who by his Spirit effects it, and therefore is 
called the Circumci//on of CHRI8T ; and is diſtin- 
guiſhed from Baptiſm, deſcribed in the next Yerle ; 


ang 


6 J 


and as weak and inſignificant is his Proof from the 
Analogy between Baptiſm and Circumciſion; ſome 
Things ſaid of Baptiſm and Circumciſion are not 
true; as that they are Sacraments of Admiſſion 
into the Church : Not ſo was Circumciſion; not 


of the Gentiles who had it not, nor were admit- 


ted by it, and yet were in the Church; nor even 
of the Males, for they were not circumciſed ' till 
eight Days old, yet were of the Jew Church, 
which was National, as ſoon as born; and Per- 
ſons may be baptized, and yet not be entered into 
any viſible Church : Nor are they Badges of Re- 
lation to the GOD of Vrael; ſince on the one 
hand, Perſons might have one or the other, yet 
have no ſpiritual Relation to GOD, and on the 
other hand be without either, and yet be related 
to him : nor are either of them Seals and Signs of 
the Covenant of Grace, as before ſhewn : nor is 
Baptiſm abſolutely requiſite to a Perſon's Approach 
to GOD with Confidence and Acceptance in any 
religious Duty, private or publick. Baptiſm ſerves 
not to the ſame Uſe and Purpoſe in many Things 
that Circumciſion did ; it is not the middle Wall 
of Partition; nor does it bind Men to keep the 
whole Law as Circumciſion ; and though there 
may be ſome ſeeming Agreement, Arguments 
from Analogy are weak and dangerous: ſo from 
the Prieſt's offering a propitiatory Sacrifice, wear- 
ing the Linen Ephod, and one High- Prieſt be- 
ing above all other Prieſts, the Papiſts argue for 
a Miniſter's offering a real propitiatory Sacrifice, 
for wearing the Surplice, and for a Pope or univerſal 
Biſhop ; and others from the ſame Topic argue 
for Tythes being due to Miniſters, and for the In- 
equality of B;hops and Preſbyters, there being an 
High-Prieit and inferior ones : and to this tends 
our Author's Third Argument, that either Bap- 
tiſm ſucceeds Circumciſion, or there is nothing at 

all 
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all inſtituted in its Room; nor is there any Neceſ- 
ſity that there ſhould, any more than that there 
ſhould be a Pope in the Room of an High. Prieſt, 
or any Thing to anſwer to Eaſter, Pentecoſt, &c. 
all which, as Circumciſion, had their End in 
Cnxr1sT : nor does the Lord's-Supper come in 
the Room of the Paſſover ; what anſwers to that 
is CHRISTH the Paſſover ſacrificed for us; and did 
it, by this Argument from Analogy, Infants 
ought to be admitted to the Lord's-Supper, as they 
were to the Paſſover : by this Way of arguing, 
and at this Door, may be brought in all Fewifp 
Rites and Ceremonies, under other Names : and 
after all, what little Agreement may be imagined 
is between them, the Difference is notorious in 
many Things; ſome of which this Author is 
obliged to own ; as in the Subjects of them, the 
one being only Males, the other Males and Fe- 
males ; the one being by Blood, the other by Wa- 
ter; and beſides they differ as to the Perſons by 
whom, and the Places where, and the Uſes for 
which, they are performed ; wherefore from Ana- 
logy and Reſemblance is no Proof of Succeſſion, 
but the contrary. My Argument from Baptiſm 
being in force before Circumciſion, to prove that 
the one did not ſucceed the other, is fo far from 
being allowed by our Author a Proof of it, that 
he will not allow it to be a bare Probability, un- 
leſs I could prove they had been all along cotem- 
porary : but if I can't do it, he and his Brethren 
can, who give Credit to the Fewiſh Cuſtom of 
baptizing their Proſelytes and Children; and 
which they make to be a Practice, for which the 
Fewws fetch Proof as early as the Times of Jacob; 
and I hope if he'll abide by this, he'll allow that 
Baptiſm could not come in the Room of Circum- 
ciſion. 2. He next attempts to prove that Bap- 
tiſm' is a Seal of the Covenant of Grace to Be- 

lievers 


191 
lievers and their Seed, by a wretched Perverſion 
of ſeveral Paſſages of Scripture, Job. iii. 33. 
Mar. xvi. 16. Matt. xxviii. 19. 1 Pet. iii. 21. 
1 Cor. xii. 13. in which no mention is made of the 
Covenant of Grace, and much leſs of Baptiſm as a 
Seal of it; and only ſpeak of Believers, and not 
a Syllable of their Infants, and all of them clear 
Proofs, that Believers, and they only, are the 
proper Subjects of Baptiſm ; as may eaſily be ob- 
ſerved by the bare reading of them. 3. My Sen- 
timent of che Ordinances of Baptiſm and the 
Lord's Supper not being Seals of the Covenant of 
Grace, he thinks, is borrowed from the Socinians. 
Theſe have no better Notion of the Covenant of 
Grace than himſelf, nor of the Efficacy of the 
Blood of CHRIST for the Ratification of it, nor of 
the ſealing Work of the Spirit of GOD upon the 
Hearts of his People. My Sentiment is borrow- 
ed from the Scriptures, and is eſtabliſhed by them 
the Blood of CHR ISH confirms and ratifies the Co- 
venant, the Bleſſings and Promiſes of it, and is 
therefore called the Blood of the Everlaſting Cove- 
nant; the. bleſſed Spirit is the Sealer of Believers 
Intereſt in it, or aſſures them of it, Heb. xiii. 20. 
Eph. i. 13. So that there are not two Seals of the 
Covenant of Grace, as he wrongly obſerves. The 
Blood of CRHRISH makes the Covenant itſclf ſure, 
and is in this Senſe the Seal of that ; the Spirit of 
GOD is the Seal of Intereſt in it to particular Per- 
ſons; and in neither Senſe do or can Ordinances 
ſeal. 4. Upon the whole, what has this Author 


been doing throughout this Chapter? has he pro- 
ved that the natural Seed of Believers as ſuch, are 


in the Covenant of Grace ? he has not. The Co- 
venant he attempts to prove they are in, accord- 
ing to his own Account of it, is no Covenant of 
Grace. Does it ſecure any one ſpiritual Bleſſing to 
the carnal Seed of Believers ? it does not. Does 
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it ſecure regenerating, rene wing, ſanctifying Grace, 
or pardoning Grace, or juſtifying Grace, or adopt- 
ing Grace, or Eternal Life? it does not! and if 
ſo, I leave it to be judged of by ſuch that have 
any Knowledge of the Covenant, if ſuch a Cove- 
nant can be called the Covenant of Grace; or 
what ſpiritual ſaving Advantage is to be had from 
an Intereſt in ſuch a Covenant, could it be proved? 
He would have his Readers believe, that the Co- 
venant, he pleads Infants have an Intereſt in, is 
the ſame under all Diſpenſations, and in all Ages: 
the Covenant of Grace is indeed the ſame, but 
the Covenant he puts the Infant-Seed of Believers 
into, is only an External Adminiſtration; and this, 
he himſelf being Judge, cannot have been always 
the ſame. This External Adminiſtration accord- 


ing to himſelf, was firſt by Sacrifices, and then by 


Circumciſion, and now by Baptiſm ; for what elſe 


he means by an External Adminiſtration, than an 


Adminiſtration of Ordinances, cannot be con- 
ceived ; and then by Infants being in the Cove- 
nant, is no other than having Ordinances admini- 
ſtred to them; and ſo their being in the Covenant 
now, is no other than their being baptized z and 
yet he ſays, © the main Foundation of the Right 


of Infants to Baptiſm, is their Intereſt in the Co- 


« yenant;* That is, the External Adminiſtration 
they are under, or the Adminiftration of Baptiſm 
to them, is the main Foundation o Right to 
Baptiſm. They are baptized, therefore they are 
and ought to be baptized ; ſuch an Account of Co- 
venant-Intereſt, and of Right to Baptiſm from it, 
is a mere begging the Queſtion, and proving Idem 
per Idem, yea is downright Nonſenſe and Contra- 
diction : and ſo, when Baptilm is ſaid. to be the 
Seal of the Covenant, that is, of the External Ad- 
miniſtration, which Adminiſtration is that of Bap- 
tiſm, the Senſe is, Baptiſm is the Seal of Baptiſm. 


This 


[ 49 ] 

This ſenſeleſs Jargon is the Amount of all the Rea- 
ſonings throughout this Chapter : Such myſterious 
Stuff, ſuch glaring Contradictions, and ſtupid Non- 
ſenſe, I leave him and his Admirers to pleaſe them- 
ſelves with. 5. From hence it appears, that the 
clamourous Out-cry of cutting off Infants from 
their Covenant- right, and ſo abridging and leſſenin 

their Privileges, is all a Noiſe about nothing; ſince 
it is in vain to talk about cutting off from the Co- 
venant of Grace, when they were never in it; as 
the natural Seed of Believers, as ſuch, never were, 
under any Diſpenſation whatever; and even what 
is pleaded for, is only an external Adminiſtration, 
which neither conveys Grace, nor ſecures any ſpiri- 
tual Bleſſings; wherefore what Privileges are In- 
fants deprived of by not being baptized? Let 
it be ſhewn if it can, what ſpiritual Bleſſings In- 
fants ſaid to be baptized have, which our Infants 
unbaptized have not; to inſtance in Baptiſm itſelf 
would be begging the Queſtion; it would ſtill be 
aſked, what ſpiritual Privilege or Profit comes to 
an Infant by its Baptiſm? If ou Infants have as 
many, or the ſame Privileges under the Goſpel- 
Diſpenſation, without Baptiſm, as others have with 
it; then their Privileges are not abridged or leſſen- 
ed, and the Clamour muſt be a groundleſs one. 
To ſay, that Baptiſm admits into the Chriſtian 
Church, as Circumciſion into the 7ewiſ Church, 
are both falſe, as has been proved already; our Au- 
thor, it ſeems, did not know, that a national 
Church was a carnal one; whereas a national 
Church can be no other, ſince all born in a Nation 


are Members of it, and become ſo by their Birth, 


which is carnal ; for whatſoever. is born of the Fleſh 
zs Fleſh. Whereas a Goſpel-Church gathered out 
of the World, does, or ſhould conſiſt, only of ſuch 
who are born again, and have an Underſtanding of 
ſpiritual Things, This Writer ſeems to ſuggeſt, 
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that if Infants are not admitted to this external Ad- 
miniſtration, and Seal of the Covenant he pleads 
for, their Condition is deplorable, and there is no 
Ground of Hope of their eternal Salvation; and 
does their being admitted into this external Admi- 
niſtration make their Condition better with reſpect 
to everlaſting Salvation? Not at all; ſince, accord- 
ing to our Author, Perſons may be in this, and 
yet not in the Covenant of Grace, as Hypocrites 
may be; and he diflinguiſhes this viſible and exter- 
nal Adminiſtration from the ſpiritual Diſpenſation 
and Efficacy of the Covenant of Grace; ſo that 
Perſons may be in the one, and yet be everlaſting- 
ly loſt; and therefore what Ground of Hope of 
eternal Salvation does this give? or what Ground 
of Hope does Non-admiſſion into it deprive them 
of? Is Salvation inſeparably connected with Bap- 
tiſm ? or does it enſure it to any? How unreaſon- 
able then, and without Foundation, is this clamo- 
rous Outcry? And now, Sir, we are come to 

The Fiſib Chapter of my Treatiſe, which conſi- 
ders the ſeveral Texts of Scripture produced in fa- 
vour of [nfant-Baptijſm ; and the firſt is As ii. 38, 
39. Now, not to take notice of this Author's fooliſh 
Impertinencics, and with which his Book abounds, 
and would be endleſs to obſerve; for which Rea- 
fon I mention them not, that I might not ſwell this 
Letter too large, and impoſe upon your Patience in 
reading it; you will eaſily obſerve, Sir, the Puzzle 
and Confuſion he is thrown into to make the Exhor- 
tation to repent, urged in order to the Enjoyment 


of the Promi e, to agree with Infants; and which 


is mentioned as previous to Baptiſm, and in order 
to it. That this Paſſage can furniſh out no Argu- 
ment in favour of Inſant-Baptiſin, will appear by 
the plain, clear, and eaſy Senſe of it; Peter had 
charged the Jews with the Sin of crucifying CHRI1STH; 
their Conſciences were awakened and loaded with 

fi the 
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the Guilt of it; in their Diſtreſs, being pricked to 
the Heart, they enquire what they ſhould do, as al- 
moſt deſpairing of Mercy, to be ſhewn to ſuch 
great Sinners; they are told, that notwithſt anding 
their din was ſo heinous, yet if they truly repent- 
ed of it, and ſubmitted to CHRIST and his Ordi- 
nances, particula ly to Baptiſm, the Promife of 
Life and Salvation belonged to them, nor need they 
doubt of an Intereſt in it: and whereas they had 
imprecated his Blood, not only upon themſelves, 
but upon their Poſterity, more immediate and more 
remote, for which they were under great Concern ; 
they are told this Promiſe of Saivation by CHRIST 
reach:d to them allo, provided they repented and 
were bapiized z and which is the Reaſon that men- 
tion is made of their Children; yea, even to them 
that were afar off, their Brethren the Jews in diſtant 
Countries, that ſhould hear the Goſpel, repent and 
believe, and be baptized ; or ſhould live in Ages 
to come in the latter Day, and ſhould look on him 

whom they have pierced, and mourn; and fo has 
nothing to do with the Coverant with Abraham and 
his natural Seed, and much leſs with the Geatiles 
and theirs: and be it ſo, that the Gentiles are meant 
by thoſe afar off, which may. be admitted, ſince it 
is ſometimes a deſcriptive Character of them ; yet 
no mention is made of their Children, and had 
they been mentioned, the limiting Clauſe, even as 
many as the LoRD our GOD ſhall call, plainly points 
at, and deſcribes the Perſons intended; not among 
the Gentiles only, but the Jews allo, as agreeable 
to common Senle and the Rules of Grammar; and 
is to be underſtood only of the Fews that are called 
by Grace, and of their Children, that are effectu- 
ally called, and of the Gentiles called with an ho- 
ly Calling, as the Perſons to whom the Promiſe be- 
longs, and which appears evident by their Repen- 


tance and Baptiſm, which this is an encouraging 
H 2 Motive 
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1 
Motive to; and therefore can be underſtood only 
of adult Perſons, and not of Infants; and of whole 
Baptiſm not a Syllable is mentioned, nor can it be 
inferred from this Paſſage, or eſtabliſhed by ir. 

IT. The next Paſſage of Scripture produced in 
favour of Infant- Baptiſm, and to as little Purpoſe, 
is Math. xix. 14. *tis owned by our Author, that 
theſe Children were not brought to Cur1sT to be 
baptized by him; and that they were not baptized 
by him; theſe Things, he ſays, they don't affirm. 
For what then is the Paſſage produced ? why, to 
ſhew, that Infants become Proſelytes to CHRIS 
by Baptiſm; and is not this to be baptized ? what 
a Contradiction is this? and afterwards another 
Self-Contradiction follows: he imagines theſe In- 
fants had been baptized already, and yet were com- 
manded to become Proſelytes by Baptiſm, and fo 
Anabaptiſis; but how does it appear that it was the 
Will of CaxisrT they ſhould become Proſelytes to 
him this Way? from the Etymology of the Greek 
Word, which ſignifies to come to; ſo, that where- 
ever the Word is uſed of Perſons as coming to 
CHRIST, it is to be underſtood of their becoming 
Proſelytes to him by Baptiſm : it is uſed in Mazth. 
xvi. 1. the Phariſees alſo with the Sadducees 
TeoreAJores, came tempting bim. Did they be- 
come Proſelytes to him by Baptiſm? what ſtupid 
Stuff is this ? nay the Devil himſelf is ſaid to come 
to him, and when the Tempter TEA JW, came 
to him, he ſaid, &c. Matth. iv. 3. our Author ſure- 
ly don't think he became a Proſelyte to him. That 
it was the Cuſtom of the Fews, before the Times 
of CaR1sT, to baptize the Children of Proſelytes, 
is not a Fact ſo well atteſted, as is ſaid; the Wri- 
tings from whence the Proof is taken, were written 
ſome hundreds of Years after CHRIST's Time; and 
the very firſt Perſons that mention it, diſpute it 

one affirming there was ſuch a Cuſtom, and ”- 
| | other 
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other denying it; and were it ſo, ſince it was only 
a Tradition of the Elders at beſt, and not a Com- 
mand of GOD, it is not credible that our Lozxp 
ſhould follow it, or enforce ſuch a Practice on his 
Followers: the coming of theſe Children was mere- 
ly corporal, whatever it was for, and temporary; 
there is no other Way of coming to CHRIST, or 
becoming Proſelytes to him, but by believing in 
him, embracing his Doctrines, and obeying his 
Commands; and when Children are capable of 
theſe Things, and do them, we are ready to ac- 
knowledge them the Proſelytes of CHRIST, and ad- 
mit them to Baptiſm: nor does the Reaſon given 
in the Text, For of ſuch is the Kingdom of Heaven, 
prove their Right to Baptiſm ; for not to inſiſt on 
the metaphorical Senſe of theſe Words, which yet 
Calvin gives into; but ſuppoſing Infants literally are 
meant, the Kingdom of Heaven cannot be underſtood 
of the Goſpel-Church- State; which is not national 
but congregational, conſiſting of Men gathered out 
of the World by the Grace of GOD, and who 
make a public Profeſſion of CHRIST, which Infants 
are not capable of, and ſo not taken into it; and 
were they, they muſt have an equal Right to the 
Loxp's Supper as to Baptiſm, and of which they 
are equally capable; for does the Loxp's Supper 
require in the Receivers of it a competent Meaſure 
of Chriſtian Knowledge, the Exerciſe of Reaſon 
and Underſtanding, and their active Powers, as 
this Writer ſays, ſo does Baptiſm. But by the 
Kingdom of Heaven is meant the heavenly Glory ; 
and we deny not, that there are Infants that belong 
to it, though who they are, we Know not; nor is 
this any Argument for their Admiſſion to Baptiſm ; 
it is one Thing what CHRIST does himſelf, he ma 

admit them into Heaven ; it is another 'Thing what 
we are to do, the Rule of which is his revealed 
Will : we cannot admit them into a Church-State, 


Or 


'S 


a ww 


4 
* 


— — 


ne 
LY * 5 dy * 4 * *%. ” 
1 * — "I <> i. * SMCS 1.7808 
2 — 1 2 4 22 
* * — S = N 


2 


— 


1412 
* 


7 
1 
- 
. $ | 


1 54 1 


or to any Ordinance, unleſs he has given us an Or- 
der fo to do; and beſides, it is Time enough to 
talk of their Admiſſion to Baptiſm, when it appears 
they have a Right unto, and a Meetneſs for the 
Kingdom of Heaven, 

III. Another Paſſage brought into this Contro- 
verſy is Matth. xviii. 16. this is owned to be leſs 
convictive, becauſe Interpreters are divided about 
the Senſe of it; ſome underſtanding it of Children 
in Knowledge and Grace, others of Children in 
Age, to which our Author inclines, for the Sake of 
his Hypotheſis ; though he knows not how to reject 
the former: My Objections to the latter Senſe, he 
fays, have no great Weight in them; it ſeems they 
have ſome. I'll add a little more to them, ſhew- 
ing that not little ones in a literal, but figurative 
Senſe, are meant, even the Diſciples of CHRISTH, 
that actually belicved in him: the Word here uſed 
is different from that which is uſed of little Chil- 
dren, ver. 3. and is manifeſtly uſed of che Diſciples 
of ChRIST, Matth. x. 42. and the parallel Text 
in Mar. ix. 41, 42. moſt clearly ſhews, that the 
little ones that believed in ChRIST, which were 
not to be offended, were his Apoſtles, that belong- 
ed to him, quite contrary to what'this Writer pro- 
duces it for; who has moſt miſerably mangled and 
tortured this Paſſage : Moreover there was but one 
little Child, CHRISTHT took and ſet in the midſt of 
his Diſciples, whereas he has regard to ſeveral 
little ones then preſent, and whom, as it were, he 
points unto z one of which to offend, would be re- 

ſented ; and plainly deſigns the Apoſtles then pre- 
ſent, who not only had the Principle of Faith, but 
exerciſed it, as the Word uſed ſignifies; and who 
were Capable of being ſcandalized, and of having 

ſtumbling Blocks thrown in their Way, and taking 
Offence at them, which Infants in Age are not ca- 
pable of : that ſenſeleſs Rant of cutting off E 
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from their Right in the Covenant of Salvation, and 
from the Privileges of the Goſpel, (I ſuppoſe he 
means by denying Baptiſm to them) being an Of- 
fence and Injury to them, and the whining Cant 
upon this, are mean and deſpicable : his Reaſons, 
why the Apoſtles of CH is cannot be meant, be- 
cauſe contending for Preteminence, they diſcovered 
a Temper of Mind oppoſite to little Children, has 
no Force in it; for CyrisT calls them little ones, 
partly becauſe they ought to be as little Children, 
ver. 3. and in ſome Senſe were ſo; and partly to 
mortify their Pride and Vanity, as well as to ex- 
preſs his tender Affection and Regard for them, ſee 
ver. 10. and ſince Infants are not meant, it is in 
vain to diſpute about their Faith, either as to Prin- 
ciple or Act, and what Kight that gives to Bap- 
tiſm; and eſpecially ſince Profeſſion of Faith, and 
Conſent to be baptized, are neceſſary to the Admini- 
ſtration of that Ordinance, and tothe Subjects of it. 

IV. Next we have his Remarks on the Excep- 


tions to the Senſe of 1 Cor. vii. 14. contended for: 
the Senſe of internal Holineſs derived from Parents 


to Children is rejected by him; but there is another, 
which he ſeems to have a good Will unto : he ſays 
there are ſome Reaſons to ſupport it, and he does 
not object ro itz yet chuſes not to adhere to ir, tho? 


if eſtabliſhed, would put an end to the Controver- 


. ſy; and that is that the Word /an#:fed ſignifies, 
baptized, and the Word holy, Chriſtians baptized ; 
and then the Senſe is, “the unbelieving Huſhand 
«© is baptized by the believing Wife, and the un- 
„ believing Wife is baptized by the believing Huſ- 
band, elſe were your Children unbaptized, but 
„ now they are baptized Chriliians ;** the bare 
mention of which is Confutation ſufficient. The 
Senſe our Author prefers is a viſible fœderal Ho- 
lineſs: but what that Holineſs is, for any Thing 
he has ſaid to clear it, remains in the Dark: Cove- 
| nant- 


— 
— | „„ 
EE 
* —— - „. * « = * debris oc l 8 — RS 


of . 4 
ae 
8 F r, 

1 * 
422 


* 
$ 
Pl s 
L k. 1. 
— * 
* 
o 
\ 4 
„ 1 
* 
1 


EE — 


FE 
« 


ha-* 
4 * 


* PI 
r * _ 


<. 


> — 3 9 


_—7 be = 
* 18 T 
b . 
' ' } 
\ _— 
my” | 
1 . : : 
27 7 
: 
+ ./ . 
* 
f k 1 
, 1 HiY : 
p 4 
' ' "74 
'S 
o 
* F 
- 0 * 3 7 
i V 7 \ 
- 
q 91 9 U 4 
= — 
p : 7 : 
Thy | 
WT 
' , : 
1 * , 
, L j 
ig \ : 
., y : . 
= 4 A . : 
. 1 
, +" AG 
- 1 A \ *, 
: 
* 3%, 6 n 
„ _— " : 
4 "CO. WTH : 
TUX © 
G — 4 [ 
4 . [ 
9 a a 
* . 7 1 
* F4 
: b ' 
U 
F \ , * 
vu = 4 
FT 44 *Þ ) 
l is o : 
1 . "i 
1 
- * 
9 
4 * 4 : 
' - 1 d 
- & G ; j 
1 b 0 
N. ® ( : 
- U - 
, » Is 6 : : 
0 1 
* 7 517 ? 
Batt 7 , 
. 
-- ws + 
* N 
n : j 
l . : 
- 4 . o 4 
— 4 - p ſn o 
l — * 
: d 
| . 1 | 
i 1 
WEST 
- [4 f 
9 
14 , 
IT” i "ys : 
. 
= : 
* 2% 4 . 
Fg 1 
1 A | * . 
a : h , 
* : 
\ 1. 
1 8 
© % 
* 2 
. * : 
.— 
? - 
1 4 
0 1 
Fy | * 
* = 
= 


.. HD 
. hy my FT 


< C23 -Ltk 
p MH * 2 


_ 
- | 
| 
= 
: 2 
— 


; 1 56 J 
nant-Holineſs, or what the Covenant of Grace pro- 
miſes, and ſecures to all intereſted in it, is clear 
and plain, internal Holineſs of Heart, and outward 
Holineſs of Life and Converſation flowing from 
that, Ezek. xxxvi. 25, 26, 27. but are the Infants 
of Believers, as ſuch, Partakers of this Holineſs ? 
or is ſuch Holineſs as this communicated unto, or 
does it appear upon all the natural Seed of Believers ? 
this will not be ſaid; Experience and Facts are 
againſt it ; they are born in Sin, and are by Nature 
Children of Wrath as others; and many of them 
are never Partakers of real Holineſs, and are as pro- 
fligate as others; and on the other hand, ſome of 
the Children of Unbelievers are Partakers of true 
Holinefs : if it be ſaid, and which ſeems to be our 
Author's Meaning, that it is ſuch a Holineſs the 
People of the Fews had in diſtinction from the Hea- 
bens, and therefore are called an holy Seed; this 
cannot be, ſince the Holineſs of the 7ewiſb Seed lay 
in the lawful Iſſue of a Few Man and a Fewiſh 
Woman: if a Jeuiſb Man married an Heathen 
Woman, their Iſſue was not holy, as appears from 
Ezra and Nehemiah; whereas, according to the 
Apoſtle, if a Chriſtian Man married an Heathen 
Woman, or a Chriſtian Woman an Heathen Man, 
their Iſſue were holy: ſhould it be ſaid, as it is ſuggeſ- 
ted by our Author, that ſo indeed it was in Ezra's 
Times, according to the Fewih Law; but now, 
ſince the Coming of CHRIST, the national Difference 
is aboliſhed ; which he makes to be the Senſe of the 
Apoſtle, and therein betrays his Ignorance of the 
Apoſtle's Argument and Method of Reaſoning ; 
for * the Particle now (as Beza obſerves) is not in 
c this Place an Adverb of. Time, but a Conjuncti- 
< on, which is commonly uſed in Aſſumptions of 
&« Argument,” which deſtroys our Author's Argu- 
ment, and ſets aſide his Method of Reaſoning, which 
he ſeems fond of, and afterwards repeats : it re- 

mains 
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mains therefore, that only a matrimonial Holineſs 
is here intended; and ſurely Marriage may be ſaid 
to be Beh, as it is by the Apoſtle bonourable, and 
for that Reaſon, Heb. xiii. 4. without ſavouring 
ſtrong of Popery, or favouring the Notion of Mar- 
riage being a Sacrament, as this Writer inſinuates; 
who has got a ſtrange Noſe, and a ſtranger judgment: 
whether he is a ſingle or a married Man, I know 
not; he appears to have a bad Opinion of Marriage, 
That Intants born in lawful Wedlock cannot be - 
called holy, being legitimate, without ſavourin 
of Popery. As he is not able to ſet aſide the Senſe 
of the Word /anctiſied given by me, as ſignifying 
eſpouſed; he requires of me to prove that the Word 
holy means legitimate; for which I refer him to 
Era ix. 2. where thoſe born of Parents, both Few- 
ib, are called an Holy Seed, that is, a lawful one, 
in oppoſition to, and in diſtinction from a ſpurious 
and illegitimate Iſſue, born of Parents, the one 
Jewiſb and the other Heathen : and this is the ſame 
with the godly Seed, in Mal. ii. 15. which Calvin 
interprets legitimate, in diſtinction from thoſe that 
are born in Polygamy : nor will any other Senſe ſuit 
with the Caſe propoſed to the Apoſtle; nor with his 
Anſwer and Manner of reaſoning about it; who 
ſays not one Word of a Covenant whereby an un- 
believing Yoke-fellow is ſanctified to a believin 
one, or of the federal Holineſs of the Children of 
both ; but argues, that if their Marriage being un- 
equal, was not valid, which was their Scruple, their 
Children muſt be unclean, as Baſtards were-accoun- 
ted, Deut. xxiii. 2. whereas it being good, their 
Children were legitimate, and ſo might be eaſy, and 
continue together as they ought. The Paſſage out 
of the Talmud, which he has at Second-hand from 
Dr. Lightfoot, deſigns by Holineſs Judaiſm, and 
not Chriſtianity, and is quite impertinent to the 
Purpoſe; nor can it be thought to be alluded to, 


ſince 
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fince the Holineſs the Jes ſpeak of, reſpects the 
Parents as both Proſclytes to Judaiſm; whereas the 
Apoſtle's Caſe ſuppoſes one an Heathen, and the 
other a Chriſtian : and he might have obſerved by 
a Tradition quoted by the Doctor, in the ſame 
Place, that ſuch a Marriage the Apoſtle was con- 
ſidering, is condemned by the Jes as no Marri- 
age, and the Iſſue of it as illegitimate; which aſ- 
ſerts, That a Son begotten of a Heathen Woman is not 
a Son; his lawful Son, juſt the Reverſe of what the 
Apoſtle ſuggeſted : and after all, our Author him- 
ſelf ſeems to make this Holineſs no other than a 
civil Holineſs, and which ſecures a civil Relation, 
by which “ the unbelieving Yoke-fellow is ſancti- 
« fied, ſo far as concerns the believing Party; 
«* that is, for lawful Cohabitation, conjugal Soci- 
ee ety, and the Propagation of a holy Covenant- 
„ Seed;” forall which Purpoſes, lawful Marriages 
may be allowed to ſanctify, if only inſtead of a holy 
Covenant-Seed, a legitimate Seed is put. So that 
the whole, this Paſſage does not furniſh out 
the leaſt Shew of Argument for Infant-Baptiſm. 
Come we to 
V. The next Paſſage produced in favour of Ju- 
fant-Baptiſm, which are the Words of the Commiſ- 
ſion in Matth. xxviii. 19, 20, one would think 
there ſhould be no Difficulty in underſtanding theſe 
Words; and that the plain and eaſy Senfe of them 
is, that ſuch as are taught by the Miniſtry 
of the Word, thould be baptized, and they only; 
and if there was any Doubt about this, yet it might 
be removed by comparing the ſame Commiſſion 
with this, as differently expreſſed in Mark xvi. 15, 
16. from whence it clearly appears, that zo teach all 
Nations, is to preach the Goſpel to every Creature; 
and that the Perſons among all Nations, that may 
be faid to be taught, or made Diſciples by teaching, 
are Believers, and being ſo, are to be baptized ; He 
I that 
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that believeth and is baptized ſhall be ſaved. It is 
obſerved by this Writer, that the Acts of diſcipling 
and baptizing are of equal Extent: it is agreed to, 
provided it be allowed, as it ought, that the Word, 
teach, or make Diſciples, deſcribes. and limits the 
Perſons to be baptized; for ſuch only of all Na- 


tions are to baptized, who are made Diſciples by 


teaching; not all the Individuals of all Nations, no, 
not even where the Goſpel comes, and is preached ; 
for many hear it, and more might, who are not 
taught by it; and even when the ſeventh Trumpet 
ſhall ſound, and all Nations ſhall ſerve the Loxp, 
this will not be true of every Individual of all Na- 
tions, only of ſuch, who are qualified for, and ca- 
pable of ſerving the LorD ; and ſo of adult Perſons 
only, and not of Infants at all: and was this the 
Caſe, that all Nations in the Commiſſion are under 
no Limitation and Reſtriftion, then not only the 
Children of Pagans, J urs and Jews, but even all 
adult Perſons, the moſt vile and profligate ſhould be 
baptized ; wherefore the Phraſe, 4 Nations to be 
baptized, muſt be reſtrained and limited to thoſe 
who are made Diſciples out of all Nations; wha 
are the Antecedent to the Relative, ibem that are 
to be baptized, and not all Nations; and though 
there is a frequent Change of Gender in the Greek 
Language, which is owned; yet as Piſcator, a 


learned Pædobaptiſt, on the Text obſerves, ** The 


Syntax (of them) is referred to the Senſe, and 
© not to the Word, ſince Nations went before ;*? 
and the ſame Obſervation he makes on the Paſlage, 
our Author has produced as parallel, Rom.ii.14. but 
in order to bring Infants to this reſtrictive and qua- 
lifying Character for Baptiſm, it is ſaid, they are 
made Diſciples with their Parents, when they be- 
come ſo, as Parts of themſelves: and why may 
they not be ſaid to be baptized with them, when 
they are baptized, as Parts of themſelves, and ſo 
12 have 
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have no need of Baptiſm'? No- doubt, if Cizrsr 
had continued the Uſe of Circumciſion under the 


New-Teſtament, and had- bid his Apoſtles zo go 
and diſciple the Nations, circumciſing them, they would 


have needed no Direction as to Infants, as is ſug- 


geſted; and that for this plain Reaſon, becauſe 
there had been a previous expreſs Command ſor the 
Circumciſion of them; but there is no ſuch Com- 
mand to baptize Infants previous to the Commiſ- 
ſion, and therefore could not be underſtood in like 
Manner. But it ſeems the known Cuſtom of the 
Jews to baptize the Children of Proſelytes with 
them, was a plain and ſufficient Direction as to the 
Subjects of Baptiſm, and is the Reaſon why no ex- 
preſs mention is made of them in the Commiſſion: 
But it does not appear there was any ſuch Cuſtom 
among the 7ews, when the Commiſſion was given; 
had it been ſo early, as is pretended, even in the 
Times of Jacob, it is ſtrange there ſhould be no 
Hint of it in the Old- Teſtament; nor in the Apo- 
cryphal Writings; nor in the Writings of the New- 
Teſtament ; nor in Joſephus; nor in Philo the Jew ; 
nor in the Jewiſh Miſnab, only in the Talmud; 
which was not compoſed *till five hundred Years 
after CaR1sT ; and this Cuſtom is at firſt reported 
by a ſingle Rabbi, and at the ſame Time denied by 
another of equal Credit and Authority: and admit- 
ting this was a Cuſtom that then obtained, ſince 
it was not of divine Inſtitution, but of human In- 
vention, had our Loxp thought fit (which is not 
reaſonable to ſuppoſe) to take it into his New-Te- 


ſtament Ordinance of Baptiſm ; yet it would have 


been neceſſary to have made expreſs mention of it, 
as his Will, that it ſhould be obſerved, in order to 
remove the Scruple that might ariſe from its being 
a mere 7ewih Cuſtom and Tradition. But to pro- 
ceed, though this Writer may be able to find in 
the. Schools within his Knowledge, ſuch ignorant 
„ ä 1 Diſcipleg 
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Diſciples and Learners, that have learned nothing 
at all; CarisT bas none ſuch in his School: CHRIST 
ſays, none can be a Diſciple of his, but who has 
learned to deny himſelf, take up his Croſs, and 
follow him, and forſake all for him, Luke xiv. 26, 
27, 33. and this Man ſays, they may be called Diſ- 
ciples, that have learned nothing, and be inrolled 
among the Diſciples of Cur1sT, who are uncapable 
of outward teaching : but who are we to believe, 
CnrisrT, or this Man? He ſuggeſts, that it would 
be impracticable to put the Commiſſion in execu- 
tion, if none but true Diſciples and Believers are 
to be baptized, ſince the Heart cannot be inſpect- 
ed, and Man may be deceived; and obſerves that 
the Apoſtles baptized immediately upon Profeſ- 
fion, and waited not for the Fruits of it, and ſome 
of which are not true Diſciples, but Hypocrites : 
this is what he often harps upon; and to which I 
anſwer, the Apoſtles had no doubt a greater Spirit 
of diſcerning, and ſo could obſerve the Signs of 
true Faith and Diſcipleſhip in Men without long 
Waiting; but they never baptized any whom they 
did not judge to be true Diſciples and Believers, » 
and who profeſſed themſelves to be ſuch; and tho? 
they were in ſome few Inſtances miſtaken, this 
might be ſuffered, that Miniſters and Churches 
might not be diſcouraged, when ſuch Inſtances 
ſhould appear in following Times; and this is Sa- 
tisfaction enough in this Point, when Men keep as 
« Cloſe as they can to the divine Rule, and make the 
beſt Judgment of Perſons they are able; and when 
in a Judgment of Charity they are thought to be 
true Diſciples of CHRIS, baptize them; in which 
they do their Duty, though it may fall out other- 
wiſe; and in which they are to be juſtified by the 
Word of GOD, which they could not, were they 
to adminiſter the Ordinance to ſuch who have no 
Appearance of the Grace of GOD, and the Truth 
r we of 
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of it in them. The Text in Alls xv. 10. is far from 
proving Infants Diſciples; they are not deſigned in 
that Place, nor included in the Character; for 
though no doubt the Judaizing Preachers were for 
having the Gentiles, and their Infants too, circum- 
ciſed; yet it was not Circumciſion, the Thing itſelf, 
that is meant by the intolerable Yoke, attempted 
to be put upon the Necks of the Diſciples; for that 
was what the Jewiþ Fathers and their Children 


were able to bear, and had borne in Ages paſt; but 


it was the Doctrine of the Neceſſity of that, and 
other Rites of Moſes, to Salvation; and which 
could not be impoſed upon Infants, but upon adult 
Perſons only, Next we proceed to 
VI. The Paſſages concerning the Baptiſm of 
whole Houſholds, as an Explanation of the Com- 
miſſion, and of the Apoſtles underſtanding it : Now 
ſince Infant-Baptiſm, as we have ſeen, cannot be 
eſtabliſhed by Abraham's Covenant, nor by Cir- 
cumciſion, nor by any Command of CHRIST, nor 
by his Commiſſion, nor by any Inſtances of Infants 
baptized in the Times of John the Baptiſt, or of 
CnrisT; if any Inſtances of Infants baptized by 
the Apoſtles are propoſed, they ſhould be clear and 
lain : Since there is no expreſs Precept, which 
might juſtly be demanded ; it any Precedent is pro- 
duced, it ought to be quite unexceptionable; if it 
is expected, ſuch a Practice ſhould be given into 
by thinking People. Three Families or Houſholds 
we read of, that were baptized, and theſe are the 


Precedents propoſed ; yet no Proof is made of any 


one Infant in theſe Families, or of the Baptiſm of 
any in them; which ſhould be done, if the former 
could be proved: but inſtead of this, the Advocates 


for this Practice are drove to this poor and miſera- 


ble Shift, to put us on proving the Negative, that 
there were no Infants in them. Our Author thinks 
it utterly incredible, that in three ſuch Families 

there 


„ - 
there ſhould be no Infants, when, in ſo large a 
Country as Egypt, there was not a Family without 
a Child. Exod. Xii. 30. And is ſo weak as to be- 
lieve, or however hopes to find Readers weak enough 
to believe, that all the Firſt-born of the Egyptians 
that were ſlain were Infants; whereas there might 
be many of them twenty, thirty, or forty Years of 
Age; ſo that there might be hundreds and thou- 
ſands of Families in Egypt that had not an Infant 
in them, and yet not an Houſe in which there was 
not a dead Perſon. But let us attend to theſe par- 
ticular Families: as for Lydia and her Houſhold, 
ſo far as a Negative in ſuch a Caſe as this is capa- 
ble of being proved ; this is certain, that no men- 
tion is made of any Infants in her Family; it is 
certain; that there were Brethren in her Houſe, who 


were capable of being comforted by the Apoſtles, 


and were; for it is expreſly ſaid, that hey entered 
into the Houſe of Lydia, and comforted the Brethren ; 
which is a Proof of what, he ſays, cannot be pro- 
ved, that they ſaw the Brethren at her Houſe; and 
nothing appears to the contrary, but that they were 
of her Houſhold; and if there were any other be- 
ſides them, that were baptized by the Apoſtles, it 
lies upon thoſe that will affirm it, to prove it; with- 
out which, this Inſtance cannot be in favour of 
Infant-Baptiſm. As for the Failor's Family, it is 
owned by our Author, that there were ſome adult 
'Perſons in it, who believed, and were baptized at 
the ſame Time with the Jailor; but he aſks, how 
does this argue that there were no others baptized 
in it, who were in the Infantile State? It lies upon 
him to prove it, if there were: The Word of 
GOD was ſpoken to all that were in his Houſe, and 
all his Houſe believed in GOD, and rejoiced in 
the Converſation of the Apoſtles, who mult be 4 
of them adult Perſons; and if he can find Perſons 
in his Houſe, beſides thoſe A that were in it, I'll 
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ſet him down for a cunning Man. Who thoſe 
Expoſitors are, that render the Words, believing 


in GOD, He rejoiced all his Houſe over, I know not, 


any more than I underſtand the Nonſenſe of it. E- 
raſmus and Vatablus join the Phraſe with all his 
Houſe, with believing, as we do, and Priceus makes 
it parallel with Ads xviii. 8. but however, this 
Writer has found a Text to prove, that the Chil- 
dren of Believers are in their Infancy accounted Be- 
lievers, and numbred with them, it is in A&s ii. 
44. if he can find any Viſe- acres that will give cre- 
dit to him. As to the Houſhold of Stephanas, he 
ſays, that it ſeems probable, that it was large and 
numerous, which renders it more likely that there 
were ſome Infants in it : how large and numerous 
it was, does not appear; but be thoſe of it more or 
fewer, it is a clear Caſe, they were adult Perſons, 
that we have any Account of; ſince they addicted 
themſelves to the Miniſtry of the Saints: and now up- 
on what a tottering Foundation does. Infant-Bap- 
ziſm ſtand, having no Precept from GOD for it, 
nor any one ſingle Precedent for it in the Word of 
GOD ? Come we now, 

VII. To the laſt Text in the Controverly, Rom. 
xi. 17, 24. and which is the deciſive one, and yet 
purely allegoricalz when it 1s an Axiom with Di- 
vines, that ſymbolical or allegorical Divinity 1s not 
argumentative: there is nothing, ſays Dr. Owen #, 
% ſo {otiiſh, or fooliſh, or contradictious in and to 
itſelf, as may not be countenanced from teaching 
Parables to be inſtructive, and proving in every 


Parcel, or Expreſſion, that attends them;“ of this 


we have an Inſtance in our Author, about ingraft- 
ing Buds with the Cyor, and of breaking off and 
orafting in Branches with their Buds, which he 
applies to Parents and their Children; though the 
Apoſtle has not a Word about it: and indeed he is 

ſpeaking 


On Perſeverance, p. 416. 
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ſpeaking of an Engrafture; not according, but con- Z 
trary to Nature'; not only of an Engrafture of an 
Olive-Tree, which is never done, but of engrafting 
a wild Cyor into a good Stock; whereas the uſual Way 
is to engraft a good yon into a wild Stock. The ge- 3 
neral Scope and Deſign of the Allegory is to be at- 
tended to, which is to ſhew the Rejection of the un- 
believing Jews from, and the Reception of the be- 
lieving Gentiles into the Goſpel- Church; for tho? 
GOD did not caſt away the People among the 
Jeus whom he foreknew ; or the Remnant ac- 
_ cording to the Election of Grace, of which the 
Apoſtle was one; yet there was a caſting away of 7 
that People as a Body-politick and Eccleſiaſtick, 
which, now continues, and will *rill the Fulneſs of 
the Gentiles are brought in; and then there will 
be a general Converſion of the Jews, of which the 
Converſion of ſome of them in the Times of 
CRI and his Apoſtles were the Root, Firſt- 
fruits, Pledge, and Earneſt ; and which led on 
the Apoſtle to this Allegorical Diſcourſe about the 
Olive-Tree; which I underſtand of the Goſpel- 
Church-State, in diſtinction from the Jewish 
Church-State, now diflolved. This Writer will 
not allow, that the J7ewiſh Church, as to its eſſen- 
tial Conſtitution, is aboliſhed, only as to its out- 
ward Form of Adminiſtration : but GOD has 
wrote a Lo-ammi upon that People, both as a 
Body-politick and Eccleſiaſtick, Hof. i. q. he has 
unchurched them; he has broke his Covenant with 
them, and their Union with each other in their 
Church-State, ſignified by his breaking bis two 
Staffs, Beauty and Bands, Zech. xi. 10, 14. and 
if this is not the Caſe, the People of the Fews 
are now the true Church of GOD, notwithſtand- 
ing their Rejection of the Meſiiai z and if the 
Genliles are incorporated into that Church, the 
Goſpel-church is, and muſt be national, as that 
was, and the ſame with it; whereas it differs from 
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1 
it, both as to Matter and Form, conſiſting of 
Perſons gathered out of the World, and enjoying 
different Ordinances, the former being utterly abo- 
liſhed. Our Author objects to my Interpretation 
of the good Olive-Tree being the Goſpel-Church- 
State, from the unbelieving Jews being ſaid to be 
broken off, and the Olive-Tree called their own - 
Olive-Tree, and they the naturel Branches to 
which 1 anſwer, that the breaking of them off, 
ver. 17. is the ſame with the caſting away of them, 
ver. 15. and the Allegory is not to be ſtretched be- 
yond its Scope. The Jewih Church being diſ- 
ſolved, the unbelieving 7ews lay like broken, wi- 
thered, ſcattered Branches, and ſo continued, and 
were not admitted into the Goſpel-Church- State, 
which is all the Apoſtle means : if I have uſed 
too ſoft a Term, to ſay they were left out of the 
Goſpel-Church, ſince Severity is expreſſed, I may 
be allowed to uſe one more harſh and ſevere ; as 
that they were caſt away and rejected, they were 
cut off from all Right, and excluded from Admiſ- 

ſion into the Goſpel- Church, and not ſuffered to 
partake of the Ordinances of it: and as to the 
Goſpel- Church being called their ozwn Olive-Tree, 
that is, the converted Jeus in the latter day, of 
whom the Apoſtle ſpeaks ; with great Propriety 
may it be called their own, not only becauſe of 
their Right of Admiſſion to it, being converted, 

but becauſe the firſt Goſpel-Church was ſet up in 
Jeruſalem, was gathered out from among the Jews, 
and conſiſted of ſome of their Nation, which were 
the Firſt-fruits of thoſe converted ones ; and fo in 
other Places, the firſt Goſpel-Churches conſiſted 

of Jews, into which and not into the national 
Church of the Jes, were the Gentiles engrafted, 

and became Fellow-Heirs with tkem, and of the 
ſame Body, partaking of Goſpel-Ordinances and 
Privileges : : and the natural Branches are not the. 
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1 7 1 
natural Branches of the Olive Tree, but the natu- 
ral Branches or natural Seed of Abraham, or of 
the Jewih People, who in the latter Day will be 
converted, and brought into the Goſpel-Church, 
as ſome of them were in the Beginning of it. This 
Senſe being eſtabliſhed, it is a clear and plain Caſe, 
that nothing from hence can be concluded in fa- 
vour of Infant. Baptiſm; of which there is not 
of leaſt Hint, nor any manner of Reference to 
t. 

This Chapter, ou will remember, Sir, 1s con- 
cluded with Proofs of Womens Right to the Or- 
dinance of the Lorp's Supper: and which are 
ſuch, as cannot be produced, and ſupported, to 
prove the Right of Infants to Baptiſm. Tis grant- 
ed by our Author, that my Arguments 2 are in 
* the main concluſive, and he muſt be a Wrang- 
& ler that will diſpute them ;** and yet he diſ- 
putes them himſelf, and ſo proves himſelf a 


Wrangler, as indeed he is nothing elſe throughout 


the whole of his Performance. loans he is 
confident, there are as good Proofs of the Bap- 
tiſm of infants as from their being accounted 


Believers and Diſciples, Matt. viii. 6. Ars ll. 44. 


and xv. to. from their being Church-Members, 
Luke xviii. 16. 1 Cor. vii. 14. Eph. v. 25, 26. 
from the Probability of ſome Infants baprized in 
the whole Houſholds mentioned; all which we 
have ſcen are weak, fooliſh, impertinent, and in- 
concluſive. This Author does wonderful Feats in 
his own Conceit, in his Knight-errantry Way ; he 
proves this, and confutes that, and baffles the 
other ; and though he brings the ſame Arguments, 
that have been uſed already, as he owns, and I may 


add. baffled roo already, to uſe his own Language; 


yet he has added ſome new Iluſtration and Enforce 
ment to them, and ſuch as have not occurred to 
him, in any Author he has ſeen ; fo that he would 
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; [ 68 ] 
have his Reader believe, he is ſome extraordinary 
Man, and has performed wonderful well; and in 


this Vain - glorious Shew, I leave him to the Ridi- 


cule and Contempt of Men of Modeſty and good 
Senſe, as he juſtly deſerves, and proceed to 

The Sixth and laſt Chapter of my Treatiſe, 
which is concerning the Mode of adminiſtring the 
Ordinance of Baptiſm, whether by Immerſion, or 
Sprinkling; and here, Sir, I obſerve, 1. That 
our Author repreſents the Controverſy about this 
as one of the moſt trifling Controverſies, that ever 
was managed: but if it is ſo trifling a Matter, 
whether Baptiſm is adminiſtered by Immerſion or 
Sprinkling, why do he and his Party write with 
ſo much Heat and Vehemency, as well as with 
ſo much Scorn and Contempt againſt the former, 
and ſo heavily load with Calumnies thoſe that de- 
fend it, and charge with the Breach of the / 
and ſeventh Commands, as it has been often done? 
But if it is ſo indifferent and trifling a Matter with 
this Writer, it is not ſo with us, who think it to 
be an Affair of great Importance, in what Manner 
an Ordinance is to be adminiſtered z and who 
judge it eſſential to Baptiſm, that it be performed 
by Immerſion, without which it cannot be Bap- 
tiſm ; nor. the End of the Ordinance anſwered, 
which is to repreſent the Burial of CHRISTH; and 
which cannot be done unleſs the Perſon baptized 
is covered in Water, 2. It is allowed that the 
Word Bani, with the Lexicors and Criticks, ſig- 


nifies to dip; but it is alſo obſerved, that they 


render it to waſp : which is not denied, ſince dip- 
ping neceſſarily includes waſhing ; whatever is 
dipped, 1s waſhed, and theretore in a conſequen- 
tial Senſe it ſignifies waſhing, when. its primary 
Senſe is dipping. Our Author does not attempt 
to prove, that the Lexicens and Criticks ever ſay it 
ſignifies to P0wr or ſprinkle ; which ought * be 
1 one, 


69 J 


done, if any Thing is done to Purpoſe: indeed 
he ſays, with claſſical Writers, it has the Significa- 
tion of Perfuſion, or Sprinkling; but does not 
roduce one Inſtance of it. He charges me with 
Parciality in concealing Part of what Mr, Leigh 
ſays in his Critica Sacra; which I am not con- 
ſcious of, ſince my Edition, which indeed is one 
of the former, has not a Syllable of what is quoted 
from him; and even that is more for us than 
againſt us. Hence with great Impertinence are 
thoſe Paſſages of Scripture produced, Mar. vii. 
3, 4. Luke xi. 30. Heb. ix. 10. which are ſup- 
poſed to have the Signification of waſhing ; ſince 
theſe do not at all militate againſt the Senſe of 
dipping, ſeeing dipping is waſhing; and to as 
vain a Purpoſe are thoſe Scriptures referred to, 
Eph. v. 26. Tit. iii. 5. 1 Cor. vi. 11. 2 Pet. i. g. 
Adds Xxii. 16. which call Baptiſm a waſhing of Wa- 
ter, and the waſhing of Kegeneration, &c, even 
ſuppoſing they are to be underſtood of Baptiſm ; 
which at leaſt, in ſeveral of them, is doubtful ; 
ſince nobody denies, that a Perſon baptized, may 
be ſaid to be waſhed, he being dipped in Water. 
4. It is affirmed that we don't read of one Inſtance 
of any Perſon, who repaired to a River, or Con- 
flux of Water, purely on the deſign of being bap- 
tized therein. But certain it is, that John repaired 
to ſuch Places for the convenient Adminiſtration 
of that Ordinance; and many repaired to him at 
thoſe Places, purely on a deſign of being baptized 
by him in them; and particularly it is ſaid of 
CHRIST, Then cometh IJxsus from Galilee to Jordan 
unto John to be baptized of him, Matt. iii. 13. and 
I hope it will be allowed, that he repaired to For- 
dan, on a pure Deſign of being baptized in it; and 
though it was in a Wilderneſs where John was, yet 
ſuch an one in which were many Villages, full of 
Inhabitants, as our Author might have wy as 
. rom 
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1 
from Dr. Lig bi foot „; where John might have had 
the Convenience of Veſſels for bringing Water, 
had the Ordinance been performed by him in any 
other Way, than by Immerſion. 5. The uſe of the 
Words, Baptize and Baptiſm, in Scripture, comes 
next under Conſideration ; and, (1.) the Word is 
uſed in Adds i. 5. of the extraordinary Gifts of the 
Spirit to the Apoſtles on the Day of Pentecaſt, which 
is called a being baptized with the HoLy GHOST; 
and the Houſe in which the Apoſtles were, being 
filled with it, had in ita Reſemblance to Baptiſm 
by Immerſion ; and hence the uſe of the Phraſe. 
The main Objection our Author makes to this, is, 
that the Diſciples were in the Houſe before it was 
filled with the HoLy GnosT ; whereas it ſhould 
have been firſt filled, and then they enter into it, to 
carry any Reſemblance in it to Immerſion : but 
it matters not, whether the Houſe was filled before 
or aſter they entered, inaſmuch as it was filled when 
they were in, whereby they were encompaſſed 
and covered with it ; which is ſufficient to ſupport 
the Alluſion to Baptiſm, performed by Immerſion ; 
or covering the Perſon in Warer : itis repreſented 
as diſſonant from common Senſe, to ſay, Ze Hall 
be plunged with the HoLy GrosT? and is it not as 
diſſonant from common Senſe to ſay, Je ſhall be 
poured with the Hoy GHOST? (2.) The Suffer- 
ings of CHRIST are called a Baptiſm, Mar. x. 38. 
Luke Xit. 30. and a very apt Word is uſed to ex- 
preſs the Abundance of them, as that ſignifies an 
Immerfion into Water; and though the leſſer 
Sufferings of Men, and GOD's Judgments on 
them, may be expreſſed by the pouring out of his 
Wrath, and the Vials of it on them; yet ſince 
the Holy GnosT has thought fit not to make uſe 
of ſuch a Phraſe, but a very peculiar Word to ex- 
preſs the greater Sufferings of CHRIST, this the 
more 
Vol. II. p. 113, 297. 


F 
more confirms the Senſe of the Word contended 
for. The Phraſe in P/al. xxii. 14. I am poured out 


like Water, doth not expreſs the Sufferings of 


CRS TH, but the Effect of them, the Faintneſs of 
his Spirits under them. The Paſſages in P/al. 
Ixix. 1, 2. which repreſent him as overwhelmed 
with his Sufferings, as in Water, do moſt clearly 
illuſtrate the uſe of the Word Baptiſm in reference 
to them, and ſtrongly ſupport the Alluſion to 
it, as performed by Immerſion, which this Wri- 
ter has not been able to ſet aſide. (3.) Mention 
is made in Mar. vii. 4. of the Jews waſhing, or 
baptizing themſelves, ,when they came from Mar- 
ket, before they eat, and of the waſhing, or ba 

tizing of their Cups, Pots, brazen Veſſels, Ta- 
bles, or Beds; all which was done by Immerſion. 
This Writer ſays, I am contradicted by the beſt 
Maſters of the Jewiſh Learning, when I ſay, that 
the Jes upon touching common People. or their 
Cloaths, at Market, or in any Court of Judica- 
ture, were obliged by the Tradition of the Elders 
to immerſe themſelves in Water, and did : to 
which I reply, that Vatablus and Drufius, who 
were great Maſters of Jewiſh Learning, affirm, 
that according to the Tradition of the Elders, the 
Fews waſhed or immerſed the whole Body before 
they eat, when they came from Market ; to whom 
may be added the learned Grotius, who interprets 
the Words the ſame Way ; and which ſeems moſt 
reaſonable, ſince waſhing before eating, ver. 4. is 
diſtinguiſhed from the waſhing of Hands, ver. 3. 
But not to reſt it here; Maimonides Þ , that great 
Maſter of Jewiſh Learning, aſſures us, that “ if 
e the Phariſees touched but the Garments of the 
“ common People, they were defiled, all one as 
6 if they had touched a profluvious Perſon, and 
needed Immerſion,” and were obliged to it: 


and 


F In Miſnab Chagigah, 6. 2. f. 7. 
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and though Dr. Ligbiſcot, who was a great Man 
in this kind of Learning, yet not always to be de- 

nded upon, is of Opinion, that the plunging of 
the whole Body is not here underſtood ; yet he 
thinks, that plunging or immerſion of the Hands 
in Water, is meant, done by the Jews, being igno- 
rant and uncertain what Uncleanneſs they came 
near unto in the Market; and obſerves, the Jews 
uſed the waſhing of the Hands, and the plunging 
of the Hands ; and that the Word waſh in the 
Evangeliſt, ſeems to anſwer to the former, and bap- 
tize to the latter; and Pococke I himſelf, whom 
this Writer refers to, confeſſes the ſame, and ſays, 
that the Hebrew Word hab, to which Barga 
anſwers in Greek, ſignifies a further degree of Pu- 
rification, than h or x:punrrew, (the Words uſed 
for waſhing of Hands) though not ſo as neceſſarily 
to imply an Immerſion of the whole Body; ſince 
the greateſt and moſt notorious Uncleanneſs of the 
Hands reached but to the Wriſt, and was cleanſed 
by immerſing or dipping up to it; and though 
he thinks the Greek Word uſed in the Text 
does not only and neceſſarily fignify Immer- 
ſion, which yet he grants, ſpecially agrees ta 
it, as he thinks appears from Luke xi. 38. to 
this may be oppoſed what the great Scaliger $ 
ſays; the more ſuperſtitious Part of the Jews, 
e not only dipped the Feet but the whole Body, 
„ hence they were called Hemerobaptiſts, who eve- 
«© ry Day before they lat down to Food, dipped 
« the Body; wherefore the Phar:ſee, who had in- 
* vited Jxsvs to dine with him, wondered, he fat 
«down to Meat, before he had waſhed his whole 
« Body, Luke xi.” and after all, be it which it 
will, wheth-r the Immerſion of the whole Body, or 
only of the Hands and Feet, that is meant in theſe 
Paſſages; ſince the waſhing of either was by Im- 


merſion 
t Net. Miſcell. 390, 397. 5 De Enend. ten p. l. G. p. 571. 
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merſion, as owned, it is ſufficient to ſupport the 
primary ſenſe of the Word contended for: and ſo 

all other Things after mentioned, according to the 
Tradition of the Elders, of which only the Text 
ſpeaks, and not of the Law of GOD, were waſhed 
by Immerſion ; particularly brazen Veſſels, con- 
cerning which the Tradition is *, ** ſuch as the 
e uſe for hot Things, as Cauldrons and Kettles, 
« they heat them with hot Water, and ſcour them, 
c and dip them, and they are fit to be uſed.” This 
Writer ſays, I am ſtrangely beſides my Text, when 
T add, that © even Beds, Pillows, and Bolſters, 


« when they were unclean in a ceremonial Senſe, 


c were to be waſhed by Immerſion, or dipping 
« them into Water; but I am able to produce 
Chapter and Verſe, for what I affirm, from the 
Traditions of the Zews, which are the only Things 
ſpoken of in the Text, and upon which the Proof 
depends: for Beds, their Canons run thus, * a 
« Bed that is wholly defiled, if a Man dips it Part 
« by Part, it is pure T. Again, if he dips 
© the Bed in it, (a Pool of Water) though its Feet 
e are plunged into the thick Clay, (at the Bottom 
of the Pool) it is clean.” As for Pillows and 
Bolſters, thus they ſay; F © a Pillow or a Bolſter 
&« of Skin, when a Man lifts up the Mouth of them 
ce out of the Water, the Water which is in them 
will be drawn; what ſhall we do? he muſt dip 
« them, and lift them up by their Fringes.” Thus, 
according to the Traditions of the Elders, our 
Lox is ſpeaking of, theſe ſeveral Things mention- 
ed were waſhed by Immerſion; which abundant] 

confirm the primary Senſe of the Word uſed. (4.) 
The Paſſage of the VJraelites, through the Red-Sea, 
and under a Cloud, is repreſented as a Baptiſm, 


1 Cor. 


c 


* 


„ Maimon, Maacolot Aſurot, c. 17. 1. 3. Ib. Celim, e. 
26. 8. 14. 1 Miſnah Mikvaot, c. 7. 8. 7. F Ib. S. e. 
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1 Cor. x. 1, 2. and very aptly, as performed by 
Immerſion; ſince the Waters ſtood upon both Sides 
of them, and a Cloud covered them; which very 
fitly repreſented Perſons immerſed and covered with 
Water in Baptiſm : but what our Author thinks 
will ſpoil this fine Fancy, and ſome others, as he 
calls them, is, that one Obſervation of Mo/es often 
repeated; that the Children of Iſrael went on dry 
Ground through the midſt of the Sea. To which I 
reply, that we are not under any Neceſſity of own- 
ing that the Cloud under which the Jaelites were, 
let down any Rain: it is indeed the Sentiment of a 
Pedobaptiſt, 1 have referred to, and therefore am 
not affected with this Obſervation ; beſides, it ſhould 
be conſidered, that this equally, at leaſt, ſpoils the 
fine Fancy of the Rain from the Cloud bearing a 
much greater Reſemblance to Sprinkling or Afﬀu- 
ſion, as is aſſerted by the Writer of the Dialogue; and 
our Author ſays, there was a true and proper Abluti- 
on with Water from the Cloud, in which the 1/raslites 
were baptized, and concludes that- they received 
Baptiſm by Sprinkling or Affuſion; how then could 
they walk on dry Ground? (g.) The laſt Text 
mentioned is Heh. ix. 10. which ſpeaks of diver/e 
Waſbings or Baptiſms of the Fews, or different Dip- 
Pings, as it may be rendered without any Impro— 
priety, as our Author aſſerts; though not to be 
underſtood of different Sorts of Dipping, as he 
fooliſhly objects to us; nor of different Sorts of 
Waſhing, ſome by Sprinkling, ſome by Affuſion, 
others by Bathing or Dipping, as he would have it 
but the Jew; Waſhings or Baptiims are ſo called, 
becauſe of the different Perſons, or Things waſhed 
or dipped, as Grotius on the Place ſays; there was 
one Waſhing of the Prieſts, another of the Leviles, 
and another of the Iſraelites, when they had con- 
tracted any Impurity ; and which was done by Im- 
merſion ; nor do any of the Inſtances this Writer 


has 
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has produced diſprove it. Not Exod. xxix. 4. thou 
ſhalt waſh them with Water; but whether by Im- 
merſion or Affuſion he knows not. The Jews in- 
terpret it of Immerſion; the Targum of Jonathan 
is, thou ſhalt dip them in forty Meaſures of living 
„% Water: nor Exod. xxx. 19. which mentions 
the waſhing of the Prieſt's Hands and Feet at the 
brazen Laver of the Tabernacle; the Manner of 
which our Author deſcribes from Dr. Lightfoot, 
out of the Rabbins; but had he tranſcribed the 
whole, it would- have appeared, that not only 
waſhing Hands and Feet, but bathing of their 
whole Body were neceſſary to the Performance of 
their Service; for it follows, “and none might 
©. enter into the Court to do the Service there, till 
* he hath bathed; yea, though he were clean, he 
e muſt bathe his Body in cold Water before he en- 
te ter.” And to this agrees a Canon of theirs Þ 
&© No Man enters into the Court for Service, tho? 
&« clean, *till he has dipped himſelf; the High- 
% Prieſt dips himſelf five times on the Day 
«© of Atonement.” And the Prieſts and Levites, 
before they performed any Part of the daily Ser- 
vice, dipped themſelves: nor 2 Chron. iv. 6. which 
ſays, the molten Sea in Solomon's Temple was for 
the Prieſts to waſh in; where they waſhed not on- 
ly their Hands and their Feet, but their whole Bo- 
dies, as Dr. Lig h foot I ſays; and for the bathing 
of which, they went down into the Veſſel itſelf; and 
to which agrees the Jeruſalem Talmud *, which 
ſays, * The Molten Sea was a Dipping- place for 
the Prieſts :** Nor Numb. viii. 6, 7. which, had the 
Paſſage been wholly tranſcribed, it would appear, 
that not only the Water of purifying was ſprinkled 
on the Levites, but * Bodies were bathed; fo 
2 it 


+ Miſaah Voma, c. 3. S. 3. f Vol. I. p. 2047. To- 
ma, fol. 41.1. 
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it follows: and Jet 1:12 ſhave all their Fleſh, and 
waſo their Cloaths, and Jo make theinſelves clean 
that is, by bathing their whole Bodies, which, as 
the TJ gum on the Place ſays, was done in forty 
Meaſures of Water; ſprinkling the Water of Puri- 
fication was a Ceremony preparatory to the bathing, 
but was itſelf no Part of it; and the ſame is to be 
obſerved of the Purification by the Aſhes of an 
Heifer on the third and ſeventh Days, Numb. xix. 
I9. which was only preparatory to the great Puri- 
fication by bathing the Body, and waſhing the 
Cloaths on the ſeventh Day, which was the cloſing 
and finiſhing Part of the Service ; for that it was 
the unclean Perſon, and not the Prieſt, that was to 
waſh his Cloaths, and bathe himſelf in Water, ver. 
19. is clear; ſince it is a diſtinct Law, or Statute, 
from that in ver. 21. which enjoins the Prieſt to 
waſh his Cloaths, but not to bathe himſelf inWater ; 
and indeed the contrary Senſe is not only abſurd, 
and interrupts, and confounds the Senſe of the 
Words, but, as Dr. Gale alſo obſerves, it cannot be 
reaſonably imagined, that the Prieſt, by barely pu- 
rifying the Unclean, ſhould need ſo much greater 
a Waſhing and Purification than the Unclean him- 
ſelf ; this ſprinkling of the Aſhes of the Heifer, 
therefore, was not Part of the Few: Waſhings, or 
Baptiſms, or any Exemplification of them; ſo that 
from the whole, I ſee no Reaſon to depart from my 
Concluſion, that the Words bapi:ze and Bapti/m, 
* jn all the Places mentioned, do from their Sig- 
& nification make Dipping or Plunging the neceſ- 
* ſary Mode of adminiſtring the Ordinance of Bap- 
„ tiſm,” I proceed now, (6.) To vindicate thoſe 
Paſſages of Scripture, which neceſſarily prove the 
Mode of Baptiſm by Immerſion. And 
The firſt Paſſage is in Mazth. iii. 6. and were 
baptized of him in Jordan, confeſſing their Sins. We 
argue from hence, not merely from theſe Tong 
eing 
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being baptized, to their being dipped; though this 
is an Argument that cannot be anſwered, ſeeing 
thoſe that are baptized, are neceſſarily dipped; for 
the Word baptize ſignifies always to dip, or to waſh 
by Dipping, and never to pour or ſprinkle; but the 
Argument is ſtill more forcible from theſe Perſons 
being baptized in the River Jordan: for either the 
Perſons ſaid to be baptized, were in the River, or 


they were not; if they were not in the River, they 


could not be baptized in it; if they were in it, they 
went in it in order to be baptized by Immerſion; 


ſince no other End could be propoſed, agreeable to 


the common Senſe of Mankind: to ſay they went 
into it to have a little Water ſprinkled or poured 
on them, which could have been done without it, 
is ridiculous, and an Impoſition on common Senſe ; 
wherefore this neceſſarily proves the Mode of bap- 
tizing by Immerſion ; ſince no other Mode is com- 
patible with this Circumſtance. The Inſtances of 
the blind Man's waſhing in Siloam, and the Lavers 


of the Temple being to waſh in, as diſproving the 


Neceſſity of Immerſion, I ſay, are impertinent 
fince the Word baptize is uſed in neither of them 
and beſides, there is nothing appears to the contra- 
ry, that the blind Man dipped himſelf in Siloam, 
as Naamon the Syrian did in Jordan; and the Things 
that were waſhed in the Lavers, were dipped there, 
ſince they held a Quantity of Water ſufficient for 


that Purpoſe. The Author of the Dialogue aſks, 


« don't we commonly waſh our Face and Hands in 
« a Baſon of Water without dipping in it?“ but 
common Practice proves the contrary ; Men com- 
monly dip their Hands into a Baſon, when the 

waſh either Hands or Face; the Inſtance of Eliſha 
pouring Water on the Hands of Elijab doth not 
prove it was common to waſh Hands by pouring 
Water on them; ſince this is not ſaid to be done to 
waſh his Hands with; and ſome Interpreters have 


thought 
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thought that waſhing of Hands is not intended, but 
ſome Miracle which followed the Action of pouring 
Water, which gave Eliſba a Character, and by 
which he is deſcribed. 

The 2d Paſſage is Jobs iii. 23. John was bapti- 
2ing in Enon near Salim, becauſe there was much 
Water there. Here is not the leaſt Hint of John's 
chuſing of this Place, and being here, for any other 
Reaſon, but for baptizing; not for Drink for Men 
and Cattle, as ſuggeſted ; beſides, why did he not 
fix upon a Place where the People could be provi- 
ded with Food for themſelves, and Provender for 
their Cattle? Why for Drink only? This is a wild 
Fancy, a vain Conjecture. The Reaſon of the 
Choice is plain, it was for the Conveniency of bap- 
tizing, and that becauſe there was much Water, 
ſuitable to the Manner of baptizing uſed by John; 
and if this Reaſon given agrees with no dls Mode 
of baptizing, but by Immerſion, as it does not, 
ſince Sprinkling or Pouring requires not much Wa- 
ter; it follows, that this neceſſarily proves the 
Mode of Baptiſm by Immerſion. 

The 3d Text is Matth. iii. 16. And Je us when 
he was baptized went up ſtraig biway out of the Wa- 
ter. The Author of the Dialogue ſuggeſted, that 
the Greek Prepoſition ane, always ſignifies from, ne- 
ver out of : our Author 1s obliged to own, that it 
may ſometimes admit to be rendered out of a great 
Condeſcenſion to the learned Tranſlators of our Bi- 
ble! Well, if Jxsus came up out of the Water, 
he muſt have been in it, where it is certain he was 
baptized; and the Evangeliſt Mark ſays, he was 
baptized into Jordan; not into the Banks of Jordan ; 
but into the Waters of Jordan; now feeing ſuch 
an Expreſſion as this will not ſuit with any other 
Mode of Baptiſm, but Immerſion, and it cannot- 
be ſaid with any Propriety, that CHRIST was ſprink- 
led into Jordan, or poured into Fordan, but with 

1 great 
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great Propriety may be ſaid to be dipped or plun⸗ ; 


ged into Jordan; it follows, that this neceſſarily 
proves the Mode of Baptiſm, as adminiſtred to our 
 Loxp, to be by Immerſion. 

The 4th Paſſage is concerning Pbilip's baptizing 
the Eunuch in As viii. 38, 39. they went down both 
into the Water, and he baptized him, and when ihey 
were come up out of the Water, &c. the Dialogue- 
Writer would have it, that this proves no more 
than that they went down e the Water, and came 
from it: but that this was not the Caſe, I have ob- 
ſerved, that previous to this, they are ſaid to come 
to a certain Water, to the Water-ſide; and there- 
fore after this, it cannot be underſtood of any thing 
elſe, but of their going into it, and ſo conſequent- 
ly the other Phraſe, of their coming out of iz. Here 
our Author has got a new Fancy in his Head; that 
coming to @ certain Water is not coming to the Wa- 
ter-ſide, or to the Water itſelf, but to the Sight of 
it; which Senſe he does not pretend to confirm b 
any Parallel Place, either in ſacred or profane Wri- 
tings, and is very abſurd, improper and impertinent 
ſince a Perſun may come to the Sight of a Water, 
when he is at a great Diſtance from it, and can't 
be ſaid with any Propriety to be come 70 it: what he 
thinks will add Strength to this Fancy, and deſtroy 
the Obſervation I made, 1s, that after this the Cha- 
riot is {till going on, and ſeveral Queſtions and An- 
ſwers paſſed before it was bid to ſtand (ti]] : all which 
is eaſily accounted for, ſuppoſing them to be come 
to the Water itſelf; ſince the Road, they were now 
in, might be by the Water-lide, and ſo they tra- 
velled along by it, while the Queſtions and An- 
ſwers paſſed, *till they came to a proper and con- 
venient Place for Baptiſm, at which they alighted ; 


beſides, why ſhould the Sight of a certain Water, 


or Confluence of Water, put the Eunuch in mind 


of Baptiſm, if it was not performed by Immerſion, 


of 
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of the Mode of which he was doubtleſs acquainted? 
It is highly probable, that this Treaſurer was pro- 
vided both with Water and Wine for his Journey, 
which mixed was the uſual Drink of thoſe Coun- 
tries; and a Bottle of his own Water would have 
done for Sprinkling, or Pouring, had either of them 
been the Mode of Baptiſm uſed; nor would there 
have been any occaſion for going out of the Cha- 
riot and to the Water, and much leſs into it, which 
the Text is expreſs for; and ſeeing theſe Circum- 
ſtances of going down into the Water, and coming 
up out of it, at the Adminiſtration of Baptiſm, a- 
gree with no other Mode than that of Immerſion, 
not with Sprinkling, nor pouring Water, it ne- 
ceſſarily proves Immerſion to be the Mode of 
Baptiſm. 

The laſt Text is Rom. vi. 4. doe are buried with 
him by Baptiſm into Death; where Baptiſm is called 
a Burial, a Burial with CHRIST, and a Reſemblance 
of his; which only can be made by Immerſion : but 
our Author ſays, if it is deſigned to repreſent it, 
there is no neceſſity it ſhould be a Reſemblance of 
it; but how it can repreſent it without a Reſem- 
blance of it, is not eaſy to ſay : he ſuggeſts, that 
though the Lord's Supper repreſents the Death of 
Cunisr, it is no Relemblance of it. Strange! that 
the breaking of the Bread ſhould not be a Reſem- 
blance of the Body of ChRISFH broken, and the 
pouring out of the Wine not a Reſemblance of his 
Blood ſhed. Baptiſm by Immerſion, according to 
our Author, is no Reſemblance of the Burial of 
CHRIST, ſince his Body was laid in a Sepulchre cut 
out of a Rock on high, and not put under Ground, 
or covered with Earth : this ariſes from a miſtaken 
Notion of the 7eiſb Way of Burial, even in their 
Sepulchres, hewed out of Rocks; for in every Se- 
pulchre of this Kind, according to the Nature of 
the Rock, there were eight Graves dug, ſome ſay 

thirteen, 
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thirteen, and which were dug ſeven Cubits deep * : 
in one. of theſe Graves, within the Sepulchre, lay 
the Body of our Lox D. So that it had a double 
Burial, as it were, one in the Sepulchre, and an- 
other in one of the Graves in it : beſides, how other- 
wiſe could our Loxp be ſaid to be three Days and 
Nights in the Heart of the Earth, Math. xii. 40? 
Again, our Author ſays, ** there is no more Re- 
« ſemblance of a common Burial in Baptiſm by 
% Immerſion, than by ſprinkling, or pouring on 
« Water; ſince a Corps above Ground may be pro- 
«© perly ſaid to be buried by having a ſufficient 
Quantity of Earth caſt upon it.” True; but 
then a Corps can never be ſaid to be buried, that 
has a little Duſt or Earth ſprinkled or poured on 
its Face; from whence it is evident, that ſprink- 
ling or pouring cannot bear any Reſemblance of a 
common Burial. In ſhort, ſeeing no other Mode 
but Immerſion, not Sprinkling, nor Pouring, has 
any Reſemblance of a Burial, this Paſſage neceſſa- 
rily proves the Mode of Baptiſm by Immerſion : 
and yet after all, this Writer inclines to that Opi- 
nion, that both Modes were uſed in Scripture- 
Times; though it appears by all Accounts that the 
Manner was uniform, one and the ſame Word be- 
ing always uſed in the relation of it; and yet he 
wrangles at every Inſtance of Immerſion, and will 
not allow of one; what muſt be ſaid of ſuch a wg 
that he mult be ſet down for a mere Wrangler; 
Wrangler againſt Light and Conſcience ; a Wrang- 
ler againſt his own Opinion and Sentiment; and 
what a worthleſs Writer muſt this be! I go on, 
(J.) To conſider the Inſtances, which, it is ſaid, 
ſhew it improbable that the Ordinance of Baptiim 
was performed by Dipping. 

The Fir/t is the Baptiſm of the three Thouſand, 

AA, i. 41. which to be done by Immerſion, is re- 

| preſented 
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preſented as improbable; from the Shortneſs of the 
Time, and the Want of Convenience on a ſudden, 
for the baptizing of ſuch a Multitude : as to the 
Time I ſhall not diſpute it with our Author, whe- 
ther Peter's Sermon was at the Beginning of the third 
Hour, or nine o'Clock, or at the Cloſe of it and a- 
bout Noon : I am willing to allow it might be 
Noon before the Baptiſm of theſe Perſons came on; 
nay, I'll grant him an Hour longer if he pleaſes, 
and yet there was Time enough between that and 
Night for the twelve Apoſtles, and ſeventy Diſci- 
ples, in all fourſcore and two, to baptize by Im- 
merſion three Times three thouſand Perſons. I pals 
over his fooliſh Remarks on a Perſon's being ready 
for Baptiſm, as I have done many others of the ſame 
ſtupid kind, as deſerving no Notice, nor Anſwer : 
As to the Want of Convenience for the baptizing 
ſuch a Number, I have obſerved, the great Num- 
ber of Baths in private Houſes in Jeruſalem, the 
ſeveral Pools in it, and the many Conveniences in 
the Temple: this Writer thinks, the mention of 
the laſt is a Piece of Weakneſs in me, to imagine 
that the Few Prieſts, in whoſe Hands they were, 
the mortal Enemies of CHRISTH, ſhould be on a 
ſudden ſo good-natured to grant the Uſe of their 
Baths for ſuch a Purpoſe : but how came they to 
allow the Chriſtians the uſe of their Temple, where 
they met daily? And beſides, it is expreſsly ſaid, 
they bad Favour with all ihe People, Acts ii. 
46, 47. | 

The Second Inſtance, is the Baptiſm of Paul, Acts 
ix. 18. here only the Narrative is directed to, as 
repreſenting his Baptiſm to be in the Houſe of Ju- 
das: but there is nothing in the Account that ne- 
ceſiarily concludes it was done in the Houſe, but ra- 
ther the contrary ; ſince he aro/e from the Place 
where he was, in order to be baptized ; and ſup- 
poling it was done in the Houle, it is not at all im- 


probable, 
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probable, that there was a Baſh in this Houſe, 
where it might be performed; fince it was the 
Houſe of a Jew, with whom it was uſual to have 
Baths to waſh their whole Bodies in, on certain Oc- 
caſions: So that there is no Improbability of Paul's 

Baptiſm being by Immerſion ; beſides, he was not 
only bid to ariſe and be baptized, which would 
ſound very oddly, be /prinkled or poured, Acts xxii. 
16. but ſays himſelf, that he was Luried by Baptiſm, 
Rom. vi. 4. 

The Third Inſtance, is the Baptiſm of Cornelius 
and his Houſhold, Ads x. 47. the Senſe of the 
Words given, „can any Man forbid the Uſe of 
& his River, or Bath, or what Conveniency he 
„ might have for baptizing,” is objected to, as 
not being the Apoſtle's Words, but a {trained Senſe 
of them: the ſame Objection may be made to this 
Writer's Senſe, that the Phraſe imports the forbid- 
ding Water to be brought; ſince no fuch Thing is 
expreſſed, or hinted at: the principal Thing, no 
doubt, deſigned by the Apoſtle, is, that no one 
could, or at leaſt ought to object to the Baptiſin of 
thoſe who had ſo manifeſtly received the HoLy 
GrosT : but what is there in all this Account, that 
renders their Baptiſm by Immerſion improbable, for 
which it is produced? 

The Hurth Inſtance is the Baptiſm of the Failor 
and his Houſhold, Ads xvi. 33. in the Relation of 
which, there is nothing that makes it probable, 
much lets certain, that it was performed by ſprink- 
ling or pouring Water on them; nor any thing 
that makes it Improbable, that it was done by Im- 

zerfion z according to the Account given, it ſeems 
to be a clear Caſe, that the Failer upon his Conver- 
ſion tool the Apoſtles out of Priſon into his own 
Houſe, where they preached to him and his Fami- 
iy, ver. 32. and that after this, they went out of 
his Houle, and were baptized; very probably in 
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the River without the City, where the Oratory was, 
ver. 13. for it is certain, that after the Baptiſm of 
him and his Houſhold, he brought the Apoſtles in- 
to his Houſe, and ſet Meat before them, ver. 32, 
34. nor is it any unreaſonable and incredible Thing, 
that he with his whole Family ſhould leave the Pri- 
ſon and Priſoners, who no doubr had Servants that 
he could truſt, or otherwiſe he muſt have been al- 
ways little better than a Priſoner himſelf: and whe- 
ther the Earthquake reached any farther than the 
Priſon, to alarm others, is not certain, nor any 
great Matter of Moment in this Controverſy to be 
determined ; and the Circumſtances of the whole 
Relation ew it more likely, that the Jailor and 
his Family were baptized without the Priſon, than 
in it, and rather in the River without the City, than 
with the Water out of the Veſſel, with which the 
Jailor had waſhed the Apoſtle's Stripes: upon the 
whole, theſe Inſtances produced fail of ſhewing the 
Improbability of the Mude of Baptiſm by Immer- 
ſion; which muſt appear clear and manifeſt toevery 
attentive Reader, notwithſtanding all thit nas been 
oppoſed unto it. There remains nothing but what 
has been already attended to, or worthy of Regard 
but the Untruth he charges me with, in ſaying that 
the Dialogue-Writer only : attempts to me ntion al- 
luſive Expreſſions in favour of Sprinkling: our 
Author will be aſhamed of himſeif, and his abuſive 
Language, when he looks into the Dialogue again; 
ſince the Writer of that never mentions the Word 
of the Inſtitution, for any ſuch Purpoſe, and much 
leſs argues from them; nor dces he ever ſhew that 
the Word 4aptize is in the ſacred Pages applied to 
Sprinkling, or that it ſo ſignifies; nor does he any 
where argue from the good Appearance there is of 
Evidence: that in the Apoltles Times, the Mee 
of ſprinting was uſed ; he never attempts to prove 
that the Word Har: nfs ſignifies to ſprinkle, or Fo 
uſec 
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uſed; nor mentions any one Inſtance of ſprinkling 
in Baptiſm ; what he contends for is, that the Sig- 
nification of the Word, and the Scripture Inſtan- 
ces of Baptiſm, do not make Dipping the neceſſary 
Mode of adminiſtring that Ordinance; and what 
he mentions in favour of Sprint/ng, are only Reſem- 
blances, and alluſive Expreſſions. : 

Theſe, Sir, are the Remarks I made in reading 
Mr. Clark's Book; which I have cauſed to be tran- 
ſcribed, and here ſend you for the Uſe of yourſelf 
and Friends, either in a private or in a public Way, 
as you may judge neceſſary and proper. 
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Mr. Boſtwick's Fair and Rational Vindication 
of the Right of Infants to the Ordinance 
of Baptiſm. 


LONG with Mr. Clark's Defence of the 
divine Right of Infant-Baptiſin, to which 
what is written above is a Reply, there has been im- 
ported from America a Treatiſe, called, A fair 
and rational Vindication of the Right of Infants to 
the Ordinance of Baptiſm, being the Subſtance of 
ſeveral Diſcourſes from Acis ii. 39. by David Boſt- 
wick, A. M. late Miniſter of the Pre/>y/eriau Church 
in the City of New York,” which has been reprinted 
and publiſhed here ; and as it comes in Compan 
with the former, it is but a piece of Civility to take 
ſome notice of it, and make ſome few Strictures 
upon it, though there is nothing in it but what is 
anſwered in the above Reply; to which I ſha!l great- 
ly refer the Reader. There is ſcarce a ſingle Thought 
through the whole of it, that I can diſcern, i IS nec; 
nothing but crambe repetita, old ſtale Reaſonings 
and Arguments, which have been anſwered over 
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and over; and yet this, I underſtand, has been 
cried up as an unanſwerable Performance; which I 
don't wonder at, that any thing that has but an 
Appearance of Reaſoning, Candour, and Ingenuity, 
as this will be allowed to have, ſhould be ſo rec- 
koned by thoſe of that Party; when the moſt miſe- 
rable Pamphlet that comes out on that Side of the 
Queſtion has the ſame Epithet beſtowed upon it. 
And, | 

Firſt, This Gentleman has miſtook the Senſe of 
his Text, on which he grounds his Diſcourſe con- 
cerning the Right of Infants to Baptiſm, Ads ii. 39. 
for the Premiſe is unto you and to your Children, and to 
all that are afar off, even as many as the Lord our God 
fall call; by which Promiſe, he ſays, p. 14, 15. 
muſt be underſtood, * the Covenant- Promiſe made 
to Abraham, which gave his Infant-Children a 
Right to the Ordinance of Circumciſion; when 
there is not the leaſt mention made of Avraham, 
nor of any Covenant-Promiſe made to him in it; nor 
was ever any Covenant-Promiſe made to him, giv- 
ing his Infant-Children a Right to the Ordinance of 
Circumciſion, but the Covenant of Circumciſion ; 
and that can never be meant here by the Promiſe; 
ſince this is ſaid to be 7o all that are afar off, by 
whom, according to this Gentleman, Gentiles are 
meant; to whom the Covenant of Circumciſion be- 
longed not; nor did it give to them any Right to 
the Ordinance of Circumciſion, except they became 
Proſelytes to the 7ewiſh Religion: Beſides, be the 
Promiſe here what it may, it is obſerved, not as 
giving any Right or Claim to any Ordinance what- 
ever; but as an encouraging Motive to Perſons in 
Diſtreſs under a Senſe of Sin, to repent of their 
Sin, and declare their Repentance, and yield a vo- 
luntary Subjection to the Ordinance of Baptiſm z 
when they might hope that Remiſſion of Sin would 
be applied to them, and they ſhould receive a lar- 
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ger Meaſure of the Grace of the Spirit; and there” 


fore can only be underſtood of adult Perſons 3 and 
the Promiſe is no other than the Promiſe of Life and 


Salvation by CHRIST, and of Remiſſion of Sins by 


his Blood, and of an Increaſe of Grace from his Spi- 


rit: and whereas the Perſons addreſſed had impre- 
cated the Blood of CHRIST, they had ſhed, upon 
their Poſterity, as well as on themſelves, which 
greatly diſtreſſed them; they are told for their Re- 
lief, that the ſame Promiſe would be made good to 
their Poſterity alſo, provided they did, as they were 
directed to; and to all their Brethren the Fezws, in 
diſtant Parts, and even to the Gentiles, ſometimes 
deſcribed as afar off, of the ſame Character with 
themſelves, repenting and ſubmitting to Baptiſm; 
yea, to all, in all Ages and Places, whom 60D 
ſhould now, or hereafter call by his Grace; ſee my 


Reply to Mr, Clark, P. 50, 5i. This Text is 


ſo far from being an unan/werable Argument for the 
Right of Infants to Baptiſm it is ſaid to be, that 
there is not the leaſt Mention of /zfan!-Boptiſm in 
it; nor any Hint of it; nor any Thing from whence 
it can be concluded. The Baptiſm encouraged to 
by it is only of adult Perſons convinced of Sin, and 
who repented of it. The Paſlage in Ads iii. 25. 
brought for the Support of the Author's Senſe of 
his Text, is foreign to his Purpoſe ; ſince it refers 
not to the Covenant of Circumciſion made with 4- 
braham, Gen. xvii. but to the Promiſe of the Meſ- 
ſiah of Abraham's Seed, and of the bleſſing of all 
Nations in him, Gen. xxii. 18. and which was ful- 
filled in the Miſſion and Incarnation of CHRIST, and 
in the Miniſtration of his Goſpel to Jews and Gen- 
tiles; which ſame Promiſe of CHRIST, of Life and 


Salvation by him, is meant in A7s xiii. 26. 32, 33. 


and which is alſo a Proof, that the Children to 
whom 1t belongs, are to be underſtood not of In- 
fant-Children, but of the adult Poſterity of the 

N Jews, 
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Jews, ſince the Apoſtle ſays, GOD hath fulfilled tht. 
ame to US their Children; for ſurely the Apoſtle 

Paul muſt not be reckoned an Intant-Child. 

Secondly, the Ground on which the Right of In- 
fants to Baptiſm is founded by this Author is a 
falſe one; which is the Covenant made with Abra- 
ham, that which gave his Infant-children a Right 
to Circumciſion, and is ſaid to be the Covenant 
of Grace, the ſame under which Believers now 
are. This he looks upon to be the grand turning 
Point, on which the Iſſue of the Controverſy 
very much depends ; that it is the main Ground 
on which the Right of Infants to Baptiſm is aſſert- 
ed ; and he freely confeſſes, that if this Covenant 
is not the Covenant of Grace, the main Ground 
of Infants Right to Baptiſm is taken away, and 
conſequently that the principal Arguments in Sup- 
port of the Doctrine are overturned, p. 18, 19. 
Now that this Ground and Foundation is a 
falſe and ſandy one, and will not bear the Weight 
of this Superſtructure laid upon it, will appear by 
obſerving, 1. that the Covenant of Grace gives 
no Right to any poſitive Inſticution, either Cir- 
cumciſion or Baptiſm : not to Circumciſion ; the 
Covenant of Grace was in being, was made, ma- 

nifeſted, and applied to many, from Adam to Abra- 
Bam, both before and after the Flood, who had no 
Right to Circumciſion, nor Knowledge of it ; 
the Covenant of Grace did not give to Abraham 
himſelf a Right to Circumciſion ; he was openly 
intereſted in it, it was made, manifeſted, and ap- 
plied unto him, many Years before Circumciſion 
was enjoined him; and when it was, it was not 
the Covenant of Grace, but the expreſs Com- 
mand of GOD, that gave him and his male Seed 
a Right to Circumciſion ; I ſay his male Seed, for 
his female Seed, though no doubt many of them 
yere intereſted in the Covenant of Grace, yet their 
Fs Coyenant- 


L 91 
Covenant - intereſt gave . no Right unto it: as 
there were alſo many, at the ſame time that Cir- 
cumciſion was enjoined Abrabam and his natural 
Seed, who were intereſted in the Covenant of 
Grace, and yet had no Right to Circumciſion, as 
Shem, Arphaxad, Lot, and others: and on the 
other hand, it may eaſily be obſerved, that there 
were many who had a Right to Circumciſion, and 
on whom it was practiſed, who, without any 
Breach of Charity, it may be concluded, had 
no Intereſt in the Covenant of Grace; not to 
mention particular Perſons, as 1/mae!, Eſau, &c. 
many of the Idolaters and Rebels among the / 

raelites in the Wilderneſs, of thoſe that bowed the 


Knee to Baal in the times of Abab, and of the 


Worſhippers of Jeroboam's Calves ; thoſe that are 
called the Rulers of Sedem and Gomorrah in the 
times of //aiab, and that worſhipped the Queen 
and Hoſt of Heaven in the times of Jeremiah ; and 
thoſe whoſe Characters are given in the Prophecy 
of Malachi, as then living ; with the Scribes and 
Phariſees, who committed the unpardonable Sin in 
the times of CHR ISH] theſe cannot be thought to be 
in the Covenant of Grace. In ſhort, all were not J/- 
rael that were of Vael, and circumciſed : it is 
therefore clear to a Demonſtration, that Intereſt in 
the Covenant of Grace did not give Right to Cir- 
cumciſion, but the ſpecial, particular, and expreſs 
Command of GOD : nor does it give Right to Bap- 
tiſm; it gave the Old- Teſtament-Saints no Right 
unto it, who were four thouſand Years without it, 
and yet in the Covenant of Grace; and fince Bap- 
tiſm is enjoined as an Ordinance of the New Teſta- 
ment, a Perſon may be in the Covenant of Grace, 
and yet not known to be ſo by himſelf or others; 
and while he is in ſuch a State, and in ſuch Cir— 
cumſtances, he can't be thought to have any Right 
to Baptiſm. It is a Command of GOD, that 

N 2 thoſe 
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thoſe that repent and believe be baptized ; the Co- 
venant of Grace provides Faith and Repentance 
for thoſe intereſted in it, and beſtows them on 
them ; whereby they are qualified for Baptiſm ac- 
cording to the divine Command. But it is not 
the Covenant of Grace, nor theſe Qualifications 
that give the Right to Baptiſm ; but the Command 
of GOD to Perſons fo qualified, to profeſs the 
ſame, and be baptized ; for Men may have Faith 
and Repentance, yet if they do not make a Pro- 
feſſion of them, they have no Right to Baptiſm, 
nor a Miniſter any Authority to adminiſter it to 
them. No doubt but the Apoſtle Peter was ſatis- 
fied that the three thouſand pricked in their Hearts 
were truly Penitents ; yet inſiſted on the Profeſ- 
ſion of their Repentance, as antecedent to Bap- 
tiſm; and Philip, I make no queſtion, was ſatis- 
fied of the Eunuch being a Believer in CHRISH by 
the Converſation he had with him; yet required a 
Confeſſion of his Faith in him, in order to his 
Baptiſm ; for with the Mouth Confeſſion is to be 
made unto Salvation. Nor even according to our 
Author's Sentiment does the Covenant of Grace 
give a Right to Baptiſm z fince, according to 
him, Perſons are not in Covenant before they are 
baptized; for he expreſsly ſays, P. 12, 30. that 
by Baptiſm they enter into the Covenant, and are 
taken into the Covenant by Baptiſm ; and there- 
fote Baptiſm rather gives them a Right to the Co- 
venant, than the Covenant a Right to Baptiſm, 
according to this Gentleman : So far is it from 
being true what he elſewhere ſays, P. 32. that the 
Covenant of Grace gave Abraham and his Chil- 
dren a Right to Circumciſion under the Law; and 
that this it is that gives Parents and Children a 
Right to Baptiſm under the Goſpel. 2. The Co- 
venant of Circumciſion, or the Covenant which 
gave Abraham's Infant-Children a Right to Cir- 
cumciſion, 
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cumciſion, is not the Covenant of Grace ; for the 
Covenant of Circumciſion mult be moſt certainly, 
in the Nature of it, a Covenant of Works, and 
not of Grace, It will be freely allowed, that the 
Covenant of Grace was at certain Times made, 
and made manifeſt, and applied to Abraham, and 
he intereſted in it; and that GOD was the GOD of 
him, and of his ſpiritual Seed; and that the ſpi- 
ritual Seed of Abraham, both among Jeros and 
Gentiles, are intereſted in the ſame Covenant ; but 
not his carnal Seed, nor theirs as ſuch; and that 
Abraham was juſtified by Faith, as Believers now 
are; and that the ſame Goſpel was preached to 
him as now ; and that at the ſame Time the Cove- 
nant of Circumciſion was given unto him, there 
was an Exhibition of the Covenant of Grace unto 
him: the Account of both is mixed together; but 
then the Covenant of Circumciſion, which was a 
Covenant of Peculiarity, and belonged only to 
him and his natural male Seed, was quite a diſtinct 
Thing from the Covenant of Grace ; ſince it in- 
cluded ſome that were not in the Covenant of 
Grace, and excluded others that were in it : nor 
is that the Covenant that was confirmed of GOD 
in CHRIST 430 Tears before the Law was ; ſince 
the Covenant of Circumciſion falls 24 Years ſhort 
of that Date, and therefore it refers not to that, 
but to an Exhibition of the Covenant of Grace to 
Abraham, about the Time of his Call out of Chal- 
dea; beſides the Covenant of Circumciſion is abo- 
liſhed, but the Covenant of Grace continues, and 
ever will; ſee my Reply, P. 33, 36. Now as this 
Covenant, which gave Abraham's Infant-Children 
a Right to Circumciſion, is not the Covenant of 
Grece, the main Ground on which the Right of 
Infants to Baptiſm is aſſerted, is taken away, and 
ſo no Foundation left for it; and conſequently the 
principal Arguments in Support of the Doctrine 

are 
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are overturned, as this Gentleman freely confeſſes 
and as every one ſhould, who is in the ſame Way 
of thinking and reaſoning. If the Covenant of 
Circumciſion is not the Covenant of Grace, here 
of right the Controverſy ſhould be cloſed, ſince 
this is the turning Point on which the Iſſue of it 
very much depends; for if this be falſe, all that 
follows as argued from it muſt be ſo too; for 
Thirdly, If the Covenant of Circumciſion is not 
the Covenant of Grace, then Circumcifion is not 
the Seal of the Covenant of Grace it is ſaid to be, 
P. 22. If it was, the Covenant of Grace muſt be 
without ſuch a Seal near two thouſand Years be- 
fore the Covenant of Circumciſion was given; and 
why not then always without one? beſides, it muſt 
be with a Seal and without a Seal at one and the 
ſame Time, which is abſurd ; for there were ſome 
intereſted in the Covenant of Grace, as before ob- 
ſerved, on whom Circumciſion was not enjoined, 
and ſo without this Seal, when it was enjoined on 
Abraham and his natural Seed, and there were ſuch 
Afterwards ; and Circumciſion alſo muſt have been 
the Seal of itſelf, which is another Abſurdity. 
. Circumciſion was a Token and Sign, or Mark in 
the Fleſh, which 4braban?'s natural Poſterity were 
to bear until the Coming of the Meſſiah ; but is 
never called a Seal throughout the whole Old Te- 
ſtament z and much leſs is it any where ſaid to be 
a Seal of the Covenant of Grace : and indeed 
what Bleſſing of Grace could it ſeal, aſſure of, and 
confirm, to any of Abraham's natural Seed as ſuch, 
or any other Man's natural Seed? It is indeed in 
the New Teſtament called a Seal of the Righteou;- 
neſs of the Faith which Abraham had, being yet uncir- 
cumciſed, Rom. iv. 11. but then it was no Seal of 
that, nor of any Thing elſe to others, but to 
Abraham only ; namely, that that Righteouſneſs 
which he had by Faith before he . 
a; I wou 
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would come upon, or be imputed to the uncir- 
cumciſed Gentiles; and accordingly this Mark 
continued in the Fleſh of his Poſterity, until the 
Goſpel publiſhing Juſtification by the Righteouſ- 
neſs of Faith was ordered to be preached to the 
Gentiles ; ſee the Divine Right of Infant-Baptiſm 
examined, &c. P. 56, &c. and the Reply, P. 43. 
Wherefore 

Fourthly, ſeeing Circumciſion was no Seal of the 
Covenant of Grace, Baptiſm, which it is pretend- 
ed was inſtituted in the room of it, can be no Seal 
of it neither, and ſo not to be adminiſtered as ſuch 
to the Children of profeſſed Believers, as is ſaid 
P. 25, The Text in Col. ii. 11. falls ſhort of pro- 
ving that Baptiſm is inſtituted in the room of Cir- 
cumciſion; ſince the Apoſtle is ſpeaking not of 
Circumciſion in the Fleſh, but in the Spirit z and 
by which he means not the outward Ordinance of 
Baptiſm, that is diſtinguiſhed from it, ver. 12. 
but an inward Work of Grace upon the Heart, ſpi- 
ritual Circumciſion, called the Circumciſion of 
CHR13T ; which to underſtand as the ſame, is not to 
make an unreaſonable Tautology ; it makes none 
at all, and much leſs Nonſenſe, as this Writer 
ſuggeſts; but beautifully completes the Deſcrip- 
tion the Apoſtle gives of ſpiritual Circumciſion ; 
firſt, by the Manner of its Performance, without 
Hands; then by the Matter and Subſtance of it, 


the putting off the Body of the Sins of the Fleſh , and. 


laſtly, by the Author of it, CHRIST, who by his 
Spirit produces it, The Argument from Analogy 
is weak and inſufficient ; though ſome little Agree- 
ment between Circumciſion and Baptiſm may be 
imagined, and ſeem to be in the Signification of 
them, yet the Difference between them is noto- 
rious ; they differ in their Subjects, Uſes, Manner 
of Adminiſtration, and the Adminiſtrators of 
them; nor is it true what is ſuggeſted, that they 


are 
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are both Sacraments of Admiſſion into the Church, 
nor are they Badges of Relation to GOD or 
CHnrisT, nor Signs and Seals of the Covenant of 
Grace, Nor need we be under any Concern about 
any Ordinance coming in the reom of Circumci- 
ſion, and anſwering to that Zewih Rite. Nor is 
there any Neceſſity of any, no more than of a Pope 
in the room of an High-prieſt, or of any Feſtivals 
to anſwer to thoſe of the Paſſover, Pentecoſt, and 
Tabernacles; nor does the Lord's Supper anſwer 
to the Paſſover, and come in the room of it; it is 
CrurisT that anſwers to it, and is the Paſſover ſa- 
crificed for us: but what makes it quite clear and 
plain, that Baptiſm does not ſucceed Circumciſion, 
or come in the room of it, is, that it was in Force 
and Uſe before Circumciſion was aboliihed, which 
was not until the Death of CHRISTHͤH; whereas Joby 
adminiſtred Baptiſm, and CnrisT himſelf was bap- 
tized, and many others, ſome Years before that 
Time; and therefore Baptiſm cannot be ſaid, with 
any Propriety, to ſucceed Circumciſion, when it 


was in force before the other was out of Date : be- 


ſides if it did, it is no Seal of the Covenant of. 
Grace, nor to be adminiſtred to Infants for ſuch an 
Uſe; for what ſpiritual Blefiing, what Bleſſing of 
Grace in the Covenant, does Baptiſm ſeal, or can 
ſeal, aſſure of, and ſecure unto the carnal Seed of 
Believers ? Let it be named if it can; fee Reply, P. 
44—47- 
Fifthly, It is not indiſputably evident, as this 
Gentleman ſays, P. 29. but indiſputably falſe, that 
the Apoſtles acknowledged and allowed the Cove- 
nant-Relation and Intereſt of Children, under the 
Goſpel, as well as under the Law; by which I take 
it for granted he means, their Relation and Intereſt 
in the Covenant of Grace: that Relation and Inte- 
reſt, the natural Seed of Abraham, as ſuch, had not 
under the Law ; nor have the natural Seed of Be- 
licverg 
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lievers, as ſuch, the ſame under the Goſpel. This 
is not to be proved from his Text, as has been 
ſhewn already: nor from Rom. xi. 16, 17. where 
by the Root and Branches are not meant Abraham 
and his Poſterity, or natural Seed; nor by the O- 
live-Tree the 7ewiſb Church; but the Gofpel- 
Church-State in its firſt Foundation, out of which. 
were left the Jews that believed not in CHRIST, 
meant by the Branches broken off; and which Church 
was conſtituted of thoſe that believed in him ; and 
theſe were the Root and Firſt-Fruits; which being 
Boly, are the Pledge and Earneſt of the future Con- 
verſion and Holineſs of that People the Apoſtle is 
ſpeaking of in the Context; and into which Church- 
State the Gentiles that believed were received; and 
are the Branches grafted in, which partook of the 
Root and Fatneſs of the Olive-Tree; that is, of the 
Goodneſs and Fatneſs of the Houſe of GOD, the 
Ordinances and Privileges of it : and in this Paſſage 
not a Word is ſaid of the Covenant-Relation, and 
Intereſt of Children under the Goſpel ; not a Sylla- 
ble about Baptiſm, much leſs of Jnfant-Baptiſm 
nor can any Thing in favour of it be inferred from 
it; ſee the Reply, P. 64, 65. nor can any thing of 
this Kind be proved from 1 Cor. vii. 14. real inter- 
nal Holineſs is rejected by our Author as the Senſe 
of this and the preceding Paſlage ; but he pleads for 
a federal Holineſs; but what that is, as diftin& 
from real Holineſs, let it be ſaid if it can: the on- 
ly Holineſs which the Covenant of Grace promiſes 
and provides for, and which only is proper federal 
Holineſs, is real Holineſs of Heart and Life; ſee 
Ter. XXX1. 33. Ezek. xxxvi. 26, 27. no other than 
matrimonial Holineſs, or lawful Marriage can be 
meant in the Corinthian Text; it is ſuch a Holi- 
neſs with which the unbelieving Parent is fanctifi- 
ed, Huſband or Wife; and if it is a federal Holi- 
neſs, the Unbeliever ought to be allowed to be in 
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Covenant; and if this gives a Right to Baptiſm, 
ought to be baptized, as well as their carnal Iſſue; 
and have as good a Right to it ſurely, as they who 
have their Holineſs from them, and which even 
depends upon the Sanctification of the unbelieving 
Parent. I am able to prove, from innumerable 1n- 
ſtances in Jewiſß Writings, that the Words ſancti- 


H, and ſan#ified, are uſed for eſpouſe and e pouſed, 


and the Apoſtle being a Jew, adopts the ſame lan- 
guage; and let Men wriggle and wrangle as long 
as they can, no other Senſe can be put upon the 
Words, than of a legitimate Marriage and Off- 
ſpring ; nothing elſe will ſuit with the Caſe propo- 
ſed to the Apoſtle, and with his Anfwer and Rea» 
ſoning about it; and which Senſe has been allowed 
by many learned Pædobaptiſts; and I cannot for- 
bear tranſcribing, what I have elſewhere done, the 
honeſt Confefſion of Muſculus; formerly, ſays he, 
« I have abuſed this Place againſt the Anabaptiſts, 
« thinking the Meaning was, that the Children 
« were holy for the Parents Faith, which, though 
c true, the preſent Place makes nothing for the 
« Purpoſe” ſee the Divine Right of Infant- Bap- 
tiſm examined, P. 73 78. and the Reply, P. 
58. 

55 5750, From what has been obſerved, it is not 
proved, as our Author aſſerts, P. 22. that the A- 
poſtles looked on the Children of believing Parents 
as having an Intereſt in the Covenant of Grace; 


and falle is it, to the laſt Degree of Falſhood, what 


he infers from thence, that “ then we have undeni- 
&. able Evidence that they did in fact biptize the 
« Children of all profeſſing Believers; and that 
& they underſtood their Commiſſion as authorizing 
& them ſo to do, Matth. xxviii. 19.“ Let one 
ſingle Fact be produced, one undeniable Inſtance of 
the Apoſtles baptizing an Infant of any Profeſſor 
or Profane, and we will give up the Cauſe at once, 


and 


e 

and ſay no more. Nor did the Apoſtles, nor could 
the Apoſtles underſtand the Commiſſion as autho- 
rizing them to baptize Infants, What this Gentle- 
man abſerves, that the Word teach is in the Ori- 
ginal to make Diſciples, or learn: Be it ſo; it is 
not applicable to new- born Babes, who are not ca- 
Pable of learning any thing, and much leſs of di- 
vine and ſpiritual Things, of CRISTH and his Go- 
ſpel, and the Doctrines of it; of which kind of 
Learning only can the Commiſſion be underſfoed: 
nor are the Children of believing Parents called Di- 
ſciples, As xv. 10. adult Perſons are meant, and 
by the Yoke attempted to be put on their Necks, 
not Circumciſion, which was not intolerable ; but 
the Doctrine of the Neceſſity of that, and other 

gſaic Rites, and even of keeping the whole Law 
in order to Salvation; this was intolerable. This 
Author further obſerves, that Children muſt be in- 
cluded in the Words all Nations, mentioned in the 
Commiſſion. If they are included as to be bapti- 
zed, and if this Phraſe is to be. underſtaod without 
any Limitation or Reſtriction, then not only the 
Children of Chriſtian Parents, but the Children of 
Pagans, Jews, and Turks, yea, all adult Perſons, 


be they who they may, ever ſo vile and profligate, 


ſince theſe are included in all Nations ; but the Li- 
mitation is to thoſe that are taught, and learn to be- 
come the Diſciples of CHRIS, and believe in him, 
as appears from Mark xvi. 15, 16. ſee the Reply, 
P. 58, 59, 62. nor does it appear from the Scrip- 
ture-Accounts, that there is any Probability, and 
much leſs tbe higheſt Probability, as this Writer ſays, 
P. 33. that it was the general Practice of the Apo- 
ſtles to baptize Infants, and which he concludes 
from Lydia, the Jailor, and Stephanas, which In- 
ſtances do not afford the leaſt Probability of it ; ſee 
the Reply, P. 63, 64. To make it probable that 
there might be AE has in thoſe Families, 
| | 2 he 
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he obſerves, we read, when GOD ſmote the Firſt: . 


born in Egypt, there was net an Houſe in which 
there was not one dead, conſequently not an Houſe 
in Egypt in which there was not a Child: but he did 


not conſider, that all the Firſt-born of Egypt ſlain, 


were not Infant-Children ; but many of them might 
be Men grown, of twenty, or thirty Years of Age, 
or more; and of theſe, with thoſe under fuch an 
Age, and in Infancy, it is not ſtrange that there 
ſhould be found one in every Houſe; ſee the Re- 
Ply, as above. Our Author adds, “ fuppoſe it had 

been ſaid of one proſelyted to the Jewiſh Religi- 
on, that he and his Houſhold, or that he and of 
* his wete circumciſed, would any doubt whether 
e his Infant-Children were circumciſed ? I believe 
© not;”” and ſo do I too; but not for the Reaſon 
given, which 1 is a falſe one; for it never was a Prac- 
tice, either before or ſince "Abrabam!s Covenant, to 
receive Children with their Parents into a Covenant- 
Relation, if by that Relation is meant Relation to, 
and Intereſt in the Covenant of Grace ; but for this 


very good Reaſon, becauſe the Jets and their Pro- 


ſelytes were commanded to circumciſe their Infant- 
Children; but GOD has no where commanded any 
to baptize their Infant-Children; and therefore 
when Houſholds are ſaid to be baptized, this can- 


not be underſtood of Infants, and eſpecially when 


thoſe in theſe Houſholds are repreſented as Hearers 
of the Word, Believers in it, and Perſons poſſeſſed 


of fpiritual Joy and Comfort. 


Seventhly, The Evidence this Author gives of the 
Practice of Infant-Baptiſm, from thoſe that lived 
1n the firſt, ſecond, and third Centuries, P. 34— 
40. comes next. He produces no Evidence from 
any Writer of the firſt Century, though there are 
ſeveral whoſe Writings are extant, as Barnabas, 
Clemens Romanus, Hermas, Polycarp, and Ignatius. 
He begins with 1renus, as he is twice called; Irene- 
| 0 
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us is meant, of whom he ſays, that he only men- 
tions Infant-Baptiſin tranſiently; but he does not 
mention it at all: it is not once mentioned in all 
his Writings, as corrupted as they be; being ſome 
ſpurious, and for the moſt part Tranſlations, and 
theſe barbarous, and but few original Pieces: the 
Paſſage produced for his uſe of the Word Regenera- 
tion for Baptiſm, is not to the Purpoſe; ſince by 
the Command of regenerating, CHRISH gave to his Di- 
ſciples, is not meant the Command of baptizing, 
but of teaching the Doctrine of Regeneration, and 
the Neceſſity of it to Salvation, and in order to 
Baptiſm, the firſt and principal Part of the Com- 
miſſion of the Apoſtles, as the Order of the Words 
ſhews. The other Teſtimony which, he ſays, is 
plain for the Baptiſm of Infants, there is not a Syl- 
lable of it in it: Irenæus only ſays, CyrIsT came 
ce to ſave all; all 1 ſay, that are born again unto 
« GOD, Infants, and little Ones, and Children, and 
„young Men and old Men.” Which is moſt 
true; for CHRIS came to fave all of every Age 
that are regenerated, and of which Perſons of every 
Age are capable; but to interpret this of ChRIST's 
coming to ſave all that are baptized, is falſe; and is 
to make this ancient Writer to ſpeak an Untruth : 
to prove that Regeneration is uſed by him for Ba 
tiſm, a Paſſage is produced out of Juſtin Martyr, 
ſaid to be his Cotemporary, though Z#/:n lived be- 
fore him, in the Middle of the ſecond Century, and 
ſhould have been firſt mentioned ; but will not ſerve 
his Purpoſe: for Juſtin is ſpeaking of the Manner 
of 4dult-Baptiſm, and not a Word of Infants, and 
of adult Perſons, not as regenerated by or in Bap- 


tiſm; for he ſpeaks of them before as converted and 


Believers, and conſequently regenerated ; and their 
Baptiſm is plainly diſtinguiſhed from Regeneration. 
Of the Senſe of the Paſſeges of theſe two Writers, 
ſee more in the Reply, P. 16—18. the Argument 
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from Apoſtolic Tradition, P. 1 2, 14. Antipedobap- | 
ti/m, P. 9-——20. The next Teſtimony produced 
is Origen, placed in the Beginniag ol the 2h Cen- 
tury, though it was rather towards the Middle of it 
that he wrote and flouriſhed in, and ſhould have 
been mentioned after 7ertu/tian, The Paſſages quo- 
ted from him are, the firſt out of his eighth Homi- 
ly on Leviticus, though the laſt Clauſe in it does not 
belong to thai, but is in the fourteenth Homily on 
Luke, and the other is out of his Epiſtle to the Ro- 
mans: Now theſe are all taken out of Latin Tranſla- 


tions, full of Interpolations, Additions, and De- 


tractions; ſo that, as many learned Men obſerve, 
one knows not when he reads Orzgen, and is at a 
Loſs to find rigen in Orizen. Now whereas there 
are genuine Works of his ſtill extant in Greek, in 


them there is not the leaſt Hint of Infant- Baptiſm, 


nor any Reference to it, much leſs any expreſs Men- 
tion of it, not even as an Apoſtolical Tradition, as 


in the laſt Paſſage produced; for ſo it ſhould be 


rendered, not Order, but Tradition; on which I 
ſhall juſt obſerve what Biſhop 7. aylor ſays: © A 
& Tradition Apoſtolical, if it be not conſigned with 
« a fuller Teſtimony than of one Perſon (Origen) 
s 8 all After- ages have condemned of many 
5 Errors, will obtain ſo little Reputation among 
& thoſe, who know that Things have, upon great- 
« er Authority, pretended to derive from the Apo- 
ic ſtles, and yet falſly ; that it will be a great Ar- 
e gument, that he is credulous and weak, that ſhall 
& be determined by ſo weak a Probation 1 in a Mat- 
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« ter of ſo great Concernment. Liberty of pro- 


pheſying, P. 320. ſee the Reply, P. 19, 20. Ar- 
gument from Apoſtolic Tradition, P. 16, 17. An- 
ztipedobaptiſm, P. 24 29. Tertullian is the next 
Writer quoted as giving plain Proof that Infant- 


| Baptiſm was the conſtant Practice of the Church in 


his Day: he is the firſt Perſon known to have 
made 


ON. 
made any mention of it, who as ſoon as he did, ar- 
gued againſt it, and diſſuaded from it; and though 
it will be owned, that it was moved in his Day, 
and debated ; yet that it was practiſed, and much 
| leſs conftanily practiſed, has not yet been proved. 


The n xt Evidence produced is Cyprean, who lived 
in the Middle of the ird Century; and it will be 


allowed that it was practiſed in the African Church- 
es in his Time, where it was firſt moved, and at 
the ſame Time Infant-Communion was practiſed al- 
ſo; of the Practice of which we have as early Proof 
as of Infant-Baptiſm; and this furniſhes with an An- 
ſwer to this Author's Queſtions, P. 42. When In- 
fant-Baptiſm was introduced, and by whom? It 
was introduced at the Time Infant Communion was, 
and by the fame Perſons. As for the Teſtimonies 
of Ambroſe, Auſtin, and Pelagius, they might have 
been ſpared, ſince they wrote in the fourth Century, 
when it is not denied that Infant-Baptiſm very much 


prevailed; of Auſtin, and particularly of what Pe- 
lagius ſays, ſee Argument from Apoſtolic Tradition, 


P. 19 26. Antipedobaptiſm, P. 3 3 37. and 
from hence It appears, that it is not true what this 
Author ſuggeſts, P. 42. 52. that Inſant-Baptiſin 
was the univerſal Practice of the primitive Church- 
es in the three firſt Centuries, called the pureſt 
Times; when it does not appear to have been prac- 
tiſed at all until the third Century, when ſad Cor- 
ruptions were made in Doctrine and Practice. 
Eighthly, This Author propoſes to anſwer ſome 
of the moſt material Objections againſt Infant-Bap- 
tiſm, P. 43, Sc. as, 1. That there is no expreſs 
Command for it in Scripture, and therefore un- 
warrantable, To which the Anſwer is; that it there 
is no expreſs Command, there are virtual and im- 
plicit ones, which are of equal Force with an ex- 
preſs one, and no leſs than four are obſerved; one 
Command is enough, this is over-doing it, and what 
is 
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is over-done is not well done: but let us hear them; 
the firſt is GOD's Command to Abraham to cir- 
cumciſe his Infant-Children, which is a virtual and” 
implicit Command to Believers to baptize theirs ! 
the Reaſon is, becauſe they are Abraham's ſpiritual 
Seed, and Heirs according to the Promiſe ; but the 
Command to Abrabam only concerned his natural, 
not his ſpiritual Seed; and if there is any Force in 
the Reaſon given, or the Command lays any Obli- 
gation on the latter, their Duty is not to baptize, 
but circumciſe their Children; fince the ſacramental 
Rite commanded, it ſeems has never been repealed, 


and ſtill remains in full Force. The next virtual 


and implicit Command is in Matth. xix. 14. but 
Car1sT's Permiſſion of Children to come, or to be 
brought unto him, there ſpoken of, was not for 
Baptiſm, or to be baptized by him, but to him to 
pray for them, and touch them, in order to cure 
them of Diſeaſes, Matth. xix. 13. Mark x. 13. of 
the Senſe of this Text ſee the Reply, P. 50—z2. 


Another implicit, if not expreſs Command to bap- 


tize Infants, is in Matib. xxviii. 19. This has been 
conſidered, and diſproved already; ſee P. 99: 
The fourth and laſt implicit Command the Author 
mentions, is the Exhortation in his Text, Adds ii. 
38, 39. in which, as has been ſhewn, there is not 
the leaſt Hint of Infant-Baptiſm, nor any Thing 
from whence it can be concluded. This Author 
obſerves, that ſince virtual and implicit Commands 
are looked on as ſufficient to determine our Con- 
duct in other Things, then why not in this? ſuch 


as keeping the Firſt-Day-Sabbath, Attendance on 


Public Worſhip, and the Admiſſion of Women to 


the Lord's Supper. To which I reply, he has not 


proved any virtual and implicit Command to bap 
tize Infants; and as to the Caſes mentioned, beſides 
Implications, there are plain Inſtances in Scripture 
of the Practice of them ; and let like Inſtances of 
Infant- 
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Infant- Bapti in be produced, and we ſhall think 
ourſelves obliged to practiſe it. As to what this 
Author ſays of an expreſs, irrepealable Command 


to Children, to receive the Seal of the Covenant, 


and the conſtant Practice of the Church to admini- 
ſter the Scal of it to them; if by the Covenant is 
meant the Covenant of Grace, it never had any 
ſuch Seal as is ſuggeſted, which has been proved; 
nor has it any but the Blood of ChRIST, called he 
Blood of the everlaſting Covenant. 

2. Another Objection to Infant-Baptiſm is; there 
is no expreſs Inſtance in all the Hiſtory of the 
New-Teltament of an Infant-Child being baptized, 
and therefore is without any Scripture-Example. 
To which is replied, by obſerving that whole 
Houſholds were baptized; as there were, and 
which have been already conſidered ; and theſe were 
baptized, not upon the Converſion of the Parent, 
or Head of the Family, but upon their own Faith ; 
and ſo were not Infants, but adult Perſons ; tho? 
this Author thinks that ſuch Accounts would eaſily 
be underſtood to include Children, had the ſame 
been ſaid of Circumciſion. They might ſo, when 
Circumciſion was in Force and Uſe; for this very 
| 5 Reaſon, becauſe there was a previous expreſs 

ommand extant to circumciſe Children, when 
there is none to baptize Infants. He further ob- 
ſerves, that from there being no expreſs mention of 
Infant Baptiſm in the New-Teſtament, it ſhould not 
be concluded there was none, any more than that 
the Churches of Antioch, Iconium, of the Romans, 
Galatians, Theſſalouians and Coloſſians were not bap- 
tized, becauſe there is no expreſs Account of it in 
the Hiſtory of the New-Teſtament : but of ſeveral 
of thoſe Churches there is mention made of the 
Baptiſm of the Members of them, of the Romans, 
Galatians and Colaſſians, Rom. vi. 3, 4. Gal. iii. 27. 


Col. ii. 12. but what this Author might imagine 
would 
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would preſs us hard, is to give a Scriptute-Exam- 
ple of our own preſent Practice. Our preſent Prac- 
tice, agreeable to Scripture-Examples, is not at all 


concerned with the Parents of thole baptized by. us, 


whether Believers or Unbelievers, Chriſtians or not 
Chriſtians, Jews or Heathens, this comes not into 
conſideration ; it is only concerned with the Per- 
ſons themſelves to be baptized, what they are. It 
ſeems, if we give a Scripture-Example of our Prac- 
tice, it muſt be of a Perſon born and brought up of 
Chriſtian, or baptized Parents, that was baptized 
in adult Years; but our preſent Practice is not li- 


*miced to ſuch Perſons. We baptize many whoſe 


Parents we have no reaſon to believe are Chriſti- 


ans, or are baptized Perſons; and be it that we 
baptize adult Perſons, who are born and brought 
up of Chriſtian or baptized Parents, a Scripture- 
Example of ſuch a Perſon might indeed be requi- 
.red of us with ſome plauſible Pretext, if the Hi- 


ſtory of the Ads of the Apoſtles, which this Writer 


ſays continued above thirty Years, had given an 


Account of the yearly, or of frequent Additions of 


Members to the Churches mentioned in it, durin 


that Space of Time; whereas that Hiſtory only 
gives an Account of the firſt planting of thoſe 
Churches, and of the Baptiſm of thoſe of which they 


firſt conſiſted ; wheretore to give Inſtances of thoſe 


that were born of them, and brought up by them 


as baptized in adult Years, cannot be reatonably re- 
' quired of us: Bur, on the other hand, if Infant- 
Children were admitted to Baptiſm in thoſe Times, 
upon the Faith and Baptiſm of their Parents, and 
their becoming Chriſtians; it is ſtrange! exceeding 
Nrange ! that among the many thouſands that were 


baptized in Feruſalem, Samaria, Corinth, and other 
Places, that there ſhould be no one Inſtance of any 
of them bringing their Children with them to be 


| baptized, and claiming the Privilege of Baptiſm 


3 for 
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for them upon their own Faith, or of their doing 
this in any ſhort Time after; this is a Caſe that re- 
quired no Length of Time, and yet not a ſingle 
Inſtance can be produced. 

A third Objection is, that Infants can receive 
no Benefit from Baptiſm, becauſe of their Incapaci- 
ty; and therefore not to be baptized. To which 
our Author anſwers ; that they are capable of being 
entered into Covenant with GOD, of the Scal of 
the Covenant, of being cleanſed by the Blood of 
CHRIST, and of being regenerated by his Spirit: 
And be it ſo; what of all this! as I have oblerved 
in the Reply, P. 4. Are they capable of underſtand- 
ing the Nature, Deſign, and Uſe of the Ordinance 
of Baptiſm? Are they capable of profeſſing Faith 
in CHRIST, which 1s a Prerequiſite to it, and of exer- 
ciſing it in it? Are they capable of antwering a good 
Conſcience to GOD in it? Are they capable of 
ſubmitting to it in obedience to the Will of CHRIST, 
from Love to him, and with a View to his Glory? 
They are not : what Benefit then can they receive 
by Baptiſm? and to what Purpoſe i is it to be admi- 
niſtred to them? If Infants receive any Advantage, 
Benefit, or Bleſſing by Baptiſm, which our Infants 
have not without it, let it be named if it can; if 
none, why adminiſtred ? why all this Zeal and Con- 
tention about it? a mere Nolte about nothing. 

A fourth and moſt cemmon Objection, it is 
ſaid), is, that Faith and Repentance, or a Profeſi- 
on of them at leaſt, are mentioned in the New-Te- 
ſtament as the neceſſary Prerequiſites of Baptiſm, of 
which Children are incapable, and therefore of the 
Ordinance itſelf. To this it is anſwered; that Chil- 
dren are capable ct the Habit and Principle of 
Faith : which is not denied, nor is it in the Objec- 
tion; and it is granted by our Author, that a Pro- 
feſſion of Faith is a Prerequiſite to Baptiſm in adult 
Perſons, who embrace Chriſtianity ; but when they 
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have embraced it, and profeſſed their Faith, in the 
Apoſtles Times, not only themfelves, but their 
Houſholds, and all that were theirs, were baptized. 
It is very true, thoſe profeſſing their Faith alſo, as 
did the Houſhold of the Jaller, of whom it is ſaid, 
that he was believing in GOD with all Bis Houſe : 
His Family believed as well as he, which could not 
have been known, had they not profeſſed it. The 
Inſtance of a profeſſing Stranger embracing the 
Jewiſh Religion, in order to his Circumciſion, 
which, when done, it was always adminiſtred to his 
Family and Children, makes nothing to the Pur- 
Poſe, ſince it is no Rule of Procedure to us, with 
reſpect to a Goſpel- Ordinance. 

Ninthly, The Performance under Conſideration 
is concluded with obſerving many Abſurdities, and 
much Confuſion, with which the Denial of Inſant- 
Cw, as a divine Inſtitution, is atrended, As, 

It is ſaying the Covenant made with Abra- 
1 is not an everlaſting one; that Believers under 
the Goſpel are not Abrabam's Seed, and Heirs of 
his Promiſe; that the engrafted Gentiles don't 
partake of the ſame Privileges in the Church, 
from which the Jews were broken off; and that 
the Privileges of the Goſpel-diſpenſation are leſs 
than thoſe of the Law : all which are ſaid to be 
flat Contradictions to Scripture, To all which I. 
reply, that the Covenant of Grace made with, and 
made known to Avraham, is an everlaſting Cove- 
nant, and is ſure to all the Seed; that is, The ſpi- 
ritual Seed; and is not at all affected by Inſant- 
Baptiſin, that having no Concern in it. The Co- 
venanc of Circumciſion, though called an ever- 
laſting Covenant, Gen. xvii. 7. was only-to con- 
tinue unto the Times of the Meſſiah ; and is ſo 
ealled, juſt in the ſame Senſe, and for the ſame 
Reaſon; the Covenant of Prieithood with Phqnebas 
has the fame Epithet, Numò. xxv. 13. Believers 
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under the Goſpel are Abraham's ſpiritual Seed, and 
Heirs of the ſame Promiſe of ſpiritual Things x 
but theſe ſpiritual Things, and the -Promiſe of 
them, don't belong to their natural Seed as ſuch ; 
the believing Gentiles engrafted into the Goſpel- 
church-ſtate, partake of all the Privileges of it, 
from which the unbelieving Jews are excluded, be- 
ing for their Unbelief left out of that State. The 
Privileges of the Golpel-diſpenſation are not leſs, 
yea far greater than thoſe of the Law; to Believers, 
who are freed from the burdenſome Rites and Cere- 
monies of the Law, have larger Meaſures of Grace, 
a clearer Miniſtration of the Goſpel, and more ſpi- 
ritual Ordinances; nor are they leſs to their In- 
fants, who are eaſed from the painful Rite of Cir- 
cumciſion, have the Advantage of a Chriſtian 
Education, and of hearing the Goſpel as they grow 
up, in aclearer manner than under the Law; which 
are greater Privileges than the Jew! Children had 
under the former Diſpenſation ; nor are: all, nor an 
of theſe affected, or to be contradicted, by the De- 
nial of Infant- Baptiſm. | 
2. It is obſerved, that to deny the Validity of 
Infant Baptiſm, is ſaying that there was no true 
Baptiſm in the Church, for eleven or twelve hun- 
dred Years after CHRIS TH; and that the Generality 
of the preſent Profeſſors of Chriſtianity are now a 
Company of unbaptized Heathens, P. 52. fo P. 
10. To which I reply, that the true Baptiſm con- 
tinued in the Church in the firſt two Centuries ; 
and though Infant- Baptiſm was introduced in the 
third, and prevailed in the fourth, yer in both 
theſe Centuries there were thoſe that oppoſed it, and 
abode by the true Baptiſm, Beſides, in the Vale 
lies of Piedmont, as many learned Men have ob- 
ſerved, there were Witneſſes from the Times of the 
Apoſtles, who bore their Teſtimony againſt Cor- 
ruptions in Doctrine and Practice, and among 
whom 
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whom Infant-Baptiſin did not obtain until the 16th 
Century; ſo that the true Baptiſm continued in the 
Church till that Time, and it has ever ſince; ſee 
the Reply, P. 31, 32. As for the Generality of the 
preſent Profeſſors of Chriſtianity, it lies upon them 
to take care of their Character, and remove from it 
what may be thought diſagreeable ; and clear them- 
ſelves of it by ſubmitting to the true Baptiſm ac- 
cording to the Order of the Goſpel. As to the 
Salvation of Perſons in or out of the viſible 
Church, which is the greater Number, this Author 
2 of, I know nothing of; Sal V ation is not by 

Baptiſm in any Way, but by CartsT alone. 

3. It is ſaid, it Infant-Baptiſm is a Divine Inſti- 
tution, warranted by the Word of GOD, then they 
that are baptized in their adult Age neccflarily re- 
nounce a Divine Inſtitution, and an Ordinance of 
Jesus CHR1sT, and vacate the former Covenant 


between GOD and them. Vibe; but it is not a 
Divine Inſtitution, nor an Ordinance of Jzsvs 


Cnr1sT, as appears from all that has been ſaid 
about it in the foregoing Pages; wheretore it is 
right to renounce and reject it, as an human In- 
vention: and as for any Covenant between GOD 
and them vacated thereby, it will not, it need not 

ive the Renouncers of it any Concern ; being 


what they know nothing of, and the whole a chi- 


merical Buſineſs. Nay, it is farther obſerved, that 
renouncing Infant Baptiſm, and making it a Nul- 


lity, is practically ſaying there are no baptized 


Perſons, no regular Miniſters, nor Ordinances, in 
all profeſſing Churches but their own, and as elſe- 
where, P. 41. no Goſpel-Church in the World; 
and that the Adminiſtrations of the Miniſters of 
other Churches are a Nullity, and the Promiſe of 
Cngisr to be with his Miniſters in the Admint- 
ſtrat ion of this Ordinance to the End of the World, 


muſt have failed for hundreds of Years, in which 
Infants 
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' bifant-Baptiſm was practiſed. But be it ſo, to 
whom is all this owing ? to whoſe Account mult it 
be put? to thoſe who are the 'Corrupters of the 
Word and'Ordinances. Is it ſuggeſted by all this, 
that GOD in his Providence would never ſuffer 
Things to go ſuch Lengths ? let it be obſerved, 
that he has given us in his Word Reaſon to expect 
great Corruptions in Doctrine and Worſhip ; and 
that though he will always have a Seed to ſerve 
him, more or fewer, in all Ages, yet he has no 
where promiſed” that theſe ſhall be always in a re- 
gular | Goſpel-Church-State ; and though he has 
-promiſed his Preſence in his Ordinances to the 
End of the World, it is only with thoſe Miniſters 
and People among whom the Ordinances are admi- 
niſtered according to his Word; and there was 
for ſome hundreds of Years, in the Darkneſs of 
Popery, ſuch a Corruption in the Ordinances of 
Baptiſm, and the Lord's Supper, in the Admint- 
ſtration of which the Preſence of GOD cannot be 
thought to be; nor were there any regular Mini- 
ſters, nor regular Ordinances, nor a regular Go- 
' ſpel-Church, but what were to be found in the 
Vallies of Piedmont ; and with whom the Preſence 
of GOD may be ſuppoſed to be ; who bore a Te- 
ſtimony againſt all Corruptions, and among the 
reſt, againſt Infant: Baptiſm ; ſee Reply, P. 11, 12. 
This Writer further urges, that if Infant: Baptiſm 
is a Nullity, there can be now no regular Baptiſm 
in the World, nor ever will be to the End of its 
and ſo the Ordinance mult be loſt, ſince adult Bap- 
tiſm cannot be traced to the Apoſtles Times, and 
as now adminiſtred, is derived from thoſe that were 
baptized in Infancy ; wherefore if Infant-Baptiſin 
15 invalid, that muſt be ſo too; ſo in P. 42. To 
which it may be anſwered, that the firſt Eugliſb 
Antipedobaptiſts, when determined upon a Refor- 
mation in this Ordinance, in a Conſultation of 


theirs 
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theirs about it, had this Difficulty ſtarted about a 
proper Adminiſtrator to begin the Work, when it 
was propoſed to ſend ſome to foreign Churches, the 


Succeſſors of the ancient Waldenſes in France and 
Germany; and accordingly did ſend ſome, who be- 


ing baptized, returned and baptized others: tho? 


-Others were of Opinion this too much ſavoured of 


the Popiſh Notion of an uninterrupted Succeſſion, 
and a Right through that to adminiſter Ordinances z 
and therefore judged, that in an extraordinary Caſe, ' 
as this was, to begin a Reformation from a ge- 
neral Corruption, where a baptized Adminiſtrator 
could not be had, it might be begun by one 
unbaptized, otherwiſe qualified to preach the 
Word and Ordinances ; which Practice they were 
able to juſtify upon the ſame Principles the other 
Reformers juſtified theirs z who without any Re- 
gard to an uninterrupted Succeſſion, ſet up new 


Churches, ordained Paſtors, and adminiſtered Or- 
dinances. Nor is it effential to the Ordinance of 
| Baptiſm, that it be performed by one regularly 
| baptized, though in ordinary Caſes it ſhould ; or 


otherwiſe it could never have been introduced into 
the World ; the firſt Adminiſtrator of it muſt be 


an unbaptized Perſon, as Jobn the Baptiſt was. All 


which is a ſufficient Anſwer to what this Writer has 
advanced on this Subject. See the Divine Right 


of Infant- Baptiſm examined, &c. P. 13, 14, 15. 
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